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LETTER FROM THE DIRECTOR

October 2013

The Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) is pleased to announce the release of the 2012
Annual Planning Survey Results. OPR’s Annual Planning Survey is distributed to all cities and counties in
the State and provides the latest information on local planning activities, the status of city and county
General Plans, and an important local perspective on issues of statewide concern.

This edition features a summary presentation of the results of the 2012 Annual Planning Survey. The
Appendices display the response from each individual jurisdiction. This year’s survey shows that the
state’s cities and counties continue to be active in a number of policy fronts, including climate change,
land use, and energy efficiency and renewable energy development.
- Seventy percent of this year’s respondents are implementing programs or policies to address
climate change.
- A majority of cities and counties are using tools to support high-density, mixed-use, and transit-
oriented development.
- Nearly sixty percent of respondents have programs in place to increase energy efficiency of
municipal buildings. And, one quarter of respondents have solar permitting ordinances to
support development of small-scale solar systems.

OPR has conducted The Annual Planning Survey each year for decades, allowing evaluation of trends
over time. In addition, the on-going high response rate by local governments makes the Survey an
important tool for those interested in land use planning and trends in local government policy.
Responses to the survey aid OPR and state agencies in the development of tools and guidance for local
government. The survey highlights areas of progress, challenges to implementation of specific policies,
and the helps to identify areas of local leadership.

Over the coming months, OPR will utilize the Annual Planning Survey results in providing services and
guidance, including analyses that examine specific topics over time and across regions. We will post
these additional analyses on OPR’s website (www.opr.ca.gov), where you can also find results from
previous years’ surveys.

We appreciate the time and effort of all the cities and counties in completing the Annual Planning
Survey. We hope that the Survey is useful, and welcome comments and suggestions on how it can be
most effective and informative.

Sincerely,

1
/
£
} / 'I .@J - }4 /4

Ken Alex


http://www.opr.ca.gov/

ABOUT THE SURVEY

Every year, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) distributes a survey to the
planning directors of each of the state’s cities and counties. This survey is designed to provide
up to date information on the status of each city and county’s General Plan including recent
updates and optional elements that have been completed. The survey also explores policies
and programs that are being implemented by the cities and counties, barriers that they face,
resources in place and that are needed, and other functional aspects of the planning
departments. All Appendices referenced in the report are available on the OPR website
(www.opr.ca.gov).

The 2012 Survey was conducted from October 2012 through December 2012. The survey is
distributed electronically and can be completed on-line or in hard copy.

The responses from the survey are used to help inform the work of OPR and other state
agencies as they develop guidance and tools for local governments. The results are made
available each year on OPR’s website and more detailed information, if needed, can be
obtained directly from OPR.



INTRODUCTION

The Annual Planning Survey (APS) tracks important trends and policy development at the local level in
California. The survey is designed to gain a better understanding the relationship between local actions and
statewide goals. The 2012 Annual Planning Survey asked a series of questions in the following seven areas:

e Land Use Planning

e Climate Change

e Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency
e Transportation

e \Water

e Qutreach and Communication

e Tools and Funding for Local Planning

The responses to the survey help to inform state policies, tools, and guidance, especially as the state
prepares to meet its long-term goals. As the state plans for the future, the state’s cities and counties play an
important role in developing and implementing innovative policies. Over the past five years, the questions
addressed in the survey have evolved to reflect the state’s goals and progress toward meeting those goals.

Looking to the Future

As California looks to a future with 50 million people, the state needs to accommodate population and
economic growth while meeting the state’s environmental goals. Cities and counties will be central to this
effort through their actions on land use planning, energy development, transportation, climate change, and
other cross-cutting issues.

Land use planning decisions at the local level need to prioritize infill development, access to transit and other
alternatives to driving, and other policies that support healthy, livable communities. The majority of cities
and counties are using tools to incentivize more compact, mixed-use, and transit-oriented development.
Nearly half of respondents to this year’s survey have adopted a bicycle master plan for the city or county.
The majority of respondents have set goals for open space and for their residents. Since 2008, the Annual
Planning Survey has shown that programs to support this type of development are increasingly in use and
that local governments are engaged in regional efforts to support the integration of transportation and land
use planning.

Cities and counties are also taking steps to support renewable energy, increase energy efficiency, and reduce
GHG emissions. The 2012 survey shows that nearly a quarter of respondents have general plan policies in
place to facilitate the development of small-scale renewable or distributed energy systems. And, 25% have a
solar permitting ordinance to support development of small-scale solar systems and over four in ten have
incorporated complete streets into the circulation element of the general plan.



Cities and counties are taking steps to reduce energy
use from municipal buildings and vehicles. Nearly
60% have programs in place to increase energy
efficiency in municipal buildings. One-quarter of
respondents have adopted programs to encourage
the use of plug-in electric vehicles in the municipal
fleet. These programs do not come at the expense of
programs to encourage energy efficiency and PEV use
in the community, but are generally occurring in
higher numbers (28% for community building
efficiency programs and 21% for encouraging PEV
adoption in the community. These programs
compliment growing efforts to reduce GHG emissions
(see inset).

Cities and counties are also showing high levels of
integrated, regional, and cross-sectoral planning that
will be critical for meeting long-term goals. In 2007,
the survey showed that the overwhelming majority of
cities and counties were participating in regional
planning efforts. The 2012 survey shows that this
coordination exists over a broad range of topics and
efforts. Over half of cities and counties are working
with local school districts on school siting and
including considerations of school municipal programs
and policies. Many are working with regional agencies
on transportation planning, watershed planning,
habitat restoration and a number of other issues.

Respondents continue to face barrier to infill
development. Respondents to the 2012 survey
indicated that lack of funding was the largest barrier,
which represented a shift from 2011, when
infrastructure constraints were the most often-cited
barrier.

Finally, the 2012 survey shows that cities and counties
continue to take innovative steps to support their
planning efforts. The vast majority of respondents
have received funding from outside sources to
support from federal, state, and private partners to
support planning efforts. Respondents to the 2012
survey also had the opportunity to share innovative
programs that they have developed in their
community. These include programs to support the

Issue Highlight: Climate Change
Activity at the Local Level

One area where there has been a
noticeable upward trend is in the
number of cities and counties adopting
or being in the process of adopting
climate change policies. Since 2008,
the number of jurisdictions responding
to the survey that are addressing
climate change has more than tripled.
In 2008, fifty three respondents
indicated that they are taking steps to
address climate change. In this year’s
survey over 170 respondents have
policies or programs in place to address
global warming.

Share of respondents who indicated that they
have adopted or are in the process of adopting
programs and policies to address global
warming, 2007 - 2012
100%

72%

72%
80% 67% ea%

60%

37%
40%

14%
20% =

Share of Respondents

0% T T
2007 2009 2011

Year

The majority of the jurisdictions taking
steps to address climate change are
focusing on reducing greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions, rather than preparing
for impacts. In 2012, 36% of
respondents were taking steps to
address the impacts of climate change.
Nonetheless, this number suggests an
increase from 2010, when only 29
responding jurisdictions (of 462)
indicated that they were addressing
climate change impacts in their hazard
mitigation plan.



arts, development of green space, and health and wellness.

The remainder of this document reports the aggregated responses to all of the questions included in the
2012 Annual Planning Survey. The responses, shown by jurisdiction, are included in the appendices, which
are organized by topic.



A. RESPONDENTS AND RESPONSE RATE

48% of cities and 60% of counties in California responded to the 2012 Annual Planning Survey. Together, this
amounts to 258 jurisdictions, or 48% of local governments in the state of California. See Appendix | for the

jurisdictions that responded to the survey.

Cities Counties Total
Responding Jurisdictions 229 29 258
Total Jurisdictions 482 58 540

2012 Annual Planning Survey Response Rate for Cities and Counties

100%
80%
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8 60%
g 48%
<
o
g 40%
o
20%
0%

Cities

60%
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B. LAND USE PLANNING

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix B.

Q1. Has your agency employed any of the following tools to promote infill, transit-
oriented development, mixed, or higher-density development? (213 respondents)

Density Bonuses

100%
80% 4% Share of

0 -
oo 58% 62% e Users (n=167)

. 49%
41%
20% | m Share of
o Respondents

0% L 19%50,  (n=213)

Higher Density  Infill Mixed-Use TOD

Reduced Parking Requirements

100%
80% 69% Share of
Users
60% 529 49% (n=167)
39% 37% m Share of

40%

23%  Respondents

20% 1 I (n=213)
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Higher Den5|ty Infill Mlxed Use
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Expedited Permitting Processes
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Financial Incentives

75% Share of
Users (n=36)
47% 47%
1 m Share of
Repondents
13% 14% (n=213)
6% 8% 2%

Higher Density  Infill Mixed-Use TOD




Q2. How serious have the following barriers been to your jurisdiction’s efforts to

implement infill development? (255 respondents)

Lack of Funding

Infrastructure Constraints

Public Opposition

Lack of Interest in Infill
Development

Lot/Size Issues

Regulatory Constraints

Hazardous Materials

Other

40%

9%
20%
30%
34%
7%

5%

14%
35%
38%

8%

1%

56%

P 9%

Very Serious

m Serious

Somewhat
Serious

m Not Serious At
All

m Not Applicable

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Share of Respondents

100%



Q3. Has your jurisdiction adopted park and open space standards that include any of the

following? (255 respondents)

Goal for Park or Open Space
Area Per Resident

Standards for New
Development

Acreage Standards

Tree Canopy or Tree Planting
Standards

Proximity to Residential Areas

Guidelines for Development of
Pocket Parks

Guidelines for the Development
of Community Gardens

Other

58%

47%

40% Yes, Across the
Jurisdiction

52% mYes, in Certain

5% Areas
%
41%

Don't Know

35%
12% = No
3%
51%

m Other
29%

6%
3%
62%
9%
11%
B
78%

7%

6%
4%
82%

Fs%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Share of Respondents



Q4. Has your jurisdiction adopted an Urban Forestry Management Plan? (255

respondents)
Yes 9%
No 85.5%
Don't Know 5.5%

For the years that jurisdictions last updated their Forestry Management Plans, see Appendix B. Of the 17
jurisdictions that provided this information, the most recent update was done by Oroville in 2012, while the
last to update was Lompoc in 1991. The median year of update was 2001.

Qd4a. If yes, is the Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in any of the following?
(14 respondents)

Tree Ordinance

General Plan

Specific Plan

Climate Action Plan

Local Hazard Mitigation Plan

Other

I

o
N

4 6 8 10 12 14
Number of Respondents



Q5. Does your jurisdiction work with school districts to ensure that school siting, capital
improvement decisions (including closures), and operational policies align with
general plans, regional transportation plans (RTPs), sustainable communities
strategies, or other local plans? (253 respondents)

100%
80%
2
c
S
0,
S 60% 58%
o
0
& Yes
S 40% = No
% = Don't Know
<
(%))
20%
0%
School Siting Capital Improvement District Operational
Decisions Policies

Q5a. If yes, how is that coordination accomplished? (152 respondents)

100%
83%

»n 80%
c
[}
©
c
o 60%
o
0
0}
o
S 40% 37%
o
©
<
90 20%

0%

Joint meetings of Task forces or Joint meetings of  Integration of policy Other
staff special committees  elected boards documents
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Q6. Does your jurisdiction have any of the following policies related to school siting and

development? (243 respondents)

42%
Policies that support the joint use of 19%
school facilities 34%
9%
39%
Policies that support schools in areas 17%
with safe pedestrian or bicycle access 42%
7%
32%
Policies that encourage neighborhood 3%
schools
10%
10%

Policies that prioritize school siting in 3%
infill or priority development areas

10%

8%
Policies that support rehabilitation of 2%
existing school facilities

12%

Yes,
contained in
General
Plan

mYes,
contained in
separate
policy

No

56%

= Don't Know

78%

79%

0% 20% 40%

60% 80% 100%

Share of Respondents
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Q7. Does your jurisdiction have any of the following health-related policies in place?

(243 respondents)

Joint-use of facilities (including parks or
school-sites)

Promote integration of affordable housing
units into mixed-income neighborhoods

Policies that explicitly reference health
protection or promotion

Crime Prevention Through Environmental
Design

Zoning that facilitates opportunities for

local food production including urban or

front/backyard farming and community
gardens

Policies that explicitly promote health
equity

Support lifecycle housing or aging-in-place

Zoning that ensures grocery stores and/or
fruit and vegetable vendors are accessible
across your jurisdiction

Mitigate the urban heat island
Create jobs that provide a living wage

Smoke-free affordable housing

Other

o
_

25%

17% In General
Plan
25% .
® Not in

General Plan
) ,
14% - but Contained
Elsewhere
_—
o [0

5%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Share of Respondents

12



Share of Respondents

Q8. Does your jurisdiction undertake joint planning efforts in any of the following
contexts? (243 respondents)

100%
89%
80% 74% .
71% 69% 69%
64%
60%
489
439 43%
40%
0 349 369 319
20% 199 189
0,
0% % o
% % % % 3%
0% N
Infrastructure ~ Watershed Habitat Integrated ~ Transportation Landuse  Climate Action Other
planning planning restoration  Regional Water  planning planning Planning
Management
(IRWM)
Yes, with state or federal agencies = Yes, with regional agencies = Yes, with tribal governments m Other
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C. CLIMATE CHANGE

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix C.

Q9. Please indicate whether your jurisdiction is served by a public or investor-owned
utility for the following services. (243 respondents)*

Investor-

Municipal Special
- owned . Other
Utility Utility District
Water delivery 61% 21% 31% 4%
Electricity 15% 75% 5% 9%

*Note that jurisdictions were able to select all options that describe their situation, so percentages may
not add to 100 percent.

Q10. Has your jurisdiction adopted, or is it in the process of adopting policies and/or
programs to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions? (243 respondents)

Not at this
time
12%

Yes, adopted
35%

14



Q10a.

Q10b.

Share of Respondents

If yes, what form do these policies take? (166 respondents)

Climate Action Plan

General Plan policies

General Plan implementation measures
GHG Emission Reduction Plan
Sustainability Plan

Ordinances

Other

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Share of Respondents

If yes, do these policies address: (171 respondents)

100%

92%
86%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Municipal emissions Community emissions
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Q11. Is your jurisdiction actively addressing adaptation (i.e., preparing for the impacts of
climate change)? (243 respondents)

Ql1a. If yes, what form do these actions take? (84 respondents)

100%

80%
68%
62%

60%
41%
- H m B

Climate General Plan Partof Local hazard Stand-alone Local coastal Other

Share of Respondents

Action Plan  Policies regular mitigation  adaptation plan
planning plan plan
efforts
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Q12. If language related to climate change and GHG emissions had been included in your
General Plan, please identify which elements discuss these issues. (243 respondents)

Conservation Element
Land Use Element
Circulation Element
Housing Element
Open Space Element
Safety Element

Other

Not addressed in our General Plan 60%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Share of Respondents

Q13. Does your jurisdiction have measures in place to ensure the implementation of
climate policies? (243 respondents)

Don't Know
8%
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Share of Respondents

Share of Respondents

Q13a. If yes, what form do these measures take? (70 respondents)

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Qi4.

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

70%

General Plan Project implementation Inclusion in permit Other
implementation plan checklist tracking software

Is your jurisdiction working with other jurisdictions either to reduce GHG emissions
(i.e., mitigation) or to plan for impacts of climate change (i.e., adaptation)? (242
respondents)

43%
Yes, on mitigation Yes, on adaptation Yes, on mitigation and We are not working with
adaptation other jurisdictions at this

time
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Share of Respondents

Ql4a. If yes, please indicate what form this collaboration is taking. (123 respondents)

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

90% 90% 90%

= Adaptation
= Mitigation

= Other

Programs with Work with Integrated Regional climate Other
water and energy Metropolitan ~ Regional Water change
utilities Planning Management collaborative
(municipal or Organization Plan
private)
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D. RENEWABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix D.

Q15. Has your jurisdiction adopted standards above the CalGreen Building Codes for new

buildings? (242 respondents)

Share of Respondents

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

27%

Yes, for Municipal Buildings

24%

Yes, for Community
Buildings

Q1l5a. If yes, what tier has it adopted? (58 respondents)

Share of Respondents

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

82%
68%
Tier 1
m Tier 2
32%
18%
Municipal Community
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Q16. Has your jurisdiction adopted policies or programs to reduce energy use in existing

buildings? (242 respondents)

100%

80%

59%

60%

40%

20%

Share of Respondents

0%

Yes, for Municipal Yes, for Community

Buildings

40%
28%

Buildings

For narrative responses describing what these programs are, by jurisdiction, please refer to Appendix D.
Many of the programs described are incentives provided to the jurisdictions by their utilities. Many
jurisdictions are also requiring retrofits for their public buildings, and many are also building new ideas in

this area into their General Plans.

Q17. Does your jurisdiction require the disclosure of building energy use information at

the time of re-sale? (241 respondents)

Yes 0%
No 90%
Don’t know 10%

21



Share of Respondents

Q18. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies,

or ordinances to facilitate the

development of small-scale renewable energy systems or distributed energy

systems? (241 respondents)

100%
80%
2
c
)
2
60% ) )
8_ ’ Under Consideration
&
15% = |n development
5 40% .
% 12% - Adopted
5 5%
(99}
20% 9%
22% 2% 25% 1%
12% 8%
0%
General plan  Wind permitting Solar permitting Other
policies ordinance ordinance

Q19. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to streamline permitting for
small-scale renewable energy systems that provide electricity and/or hot water for

on-site use? (241 respondents)

100%
Under Consideration
80% = |n development
Adopted
60%
40% 1%
4% 1%
18% 12% 6%
20% A%
o T
16% 20%
0% & v
Online availability Online submittal Use of a standard Combined Other
of permit of application and electrical plan for permitting
application associated applications approval
materials materials
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Q20. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies or ordinances that govern

development of commercial renewable energy systems on land zoned for

agriculture; land designated as prime, important or unique farmland; or land under

Williamson Act contract? (241 respondents)

Yes 5%
No 91%
Don’t know 4%

For narrative descriptions of these policies, programs, and ordinances by jurisdiction, please refer to

Appendix D.
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E. TRANSPORTATION

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix E.

Q21. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to become plug-in electric
vehicle (PEV) ready? (241 respondents)

Adopted programs to policies to encourage PEV use in the
municipal fleet

Participated in, or conducted, training and education
programs for local officials (e.g., building inspectors, first
responders, etc)

Adopted programs or policies to encourage PEV ownership in
the community

Updated zoning and parking policies to accommodate PEV
charging infrastructure in public facilities

Streamlined permitting and inspection processes for charging
infrastructure installations

Conducted outreach to local residents and businesses on
your PEV-related activities and policies

Developed a multi-stakeholder coalition to solve PEV-related
challenges

Other

21%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Share of Respondents

100%
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Q22. To help track development of PEV infrastructure, can you indicate the number of
building permits issued for privately owned EV chargers and EV chargers installed at

municipal facilities? (187 respondents)

Building permits issued for privately owned EV chargers in 2011

120
105
100
>
(8]
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>
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o
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Q23. Has your jurisdiction projected the number of PEVs expected in your jurisdiction at
some future point? (241 respondents)

20%

15%

10%

Share of Respondents

5%

1% 1%
0%
Yes, for the Yes, for the Yes, for both the Don’t know
municipal fleet community community and

the municipal fleet

Q23b. If yes, how many vehicles (or share of the fleet) do you project being PEVs by your
horizon year? (11 respondents)

Of the 11 jurisdictions that responded to this question, 5 jurisdictions (Belmont, Fremont, Napa, Villa Park,
and Yountville) project 5 vehicles or fewer in their municipal fleet to be PEVs by their horizon years. 3
jurisdictions (Cathedral City, Riverside, and Santa Ana) project that they will have 10 PEVs in their
municipal fleet by the horizon year, and San Diego predicts that they will have 12 PEVSs in their municipal
fleet by their horizon year. Only two jurisdictions have predicted the number of PEVs in their community
by their horizon date. Claremont predicts that there will be 550 PEVs in their community by that time, and
San Diego predicts that their community will have 15,000 PEVs by that time.

26



Q24. Has your jurisdiction “modified the circulation element to plan for a balanced,
multimodal transportation network that meets the needs of all users of streets,
roads, and highways...” (Government Code 65303(b)(2)(A)? (241 respondents)?

Q25. Has your jurisdiction adopted any of the following? (241 respondents)

100%
0
e 80%
[}
©
S
60%
% 48%
o}
@ 0,
s 40% )
o 24% 22% 26%
I
0,
’ - . . -10% .
0%
Bicycle Master Plan Combined Complete Streets Pedestrian Master None of the above
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Plan
Master Plan
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Q26. Has your jurisdiction adopted pedestrian or bicycle infrastructure standards that

include requirements in the following areas? (241 respondents)

Complete Streets 300

27%
69%

Tree canopy or
- 18%
aesthetic standards 20%

76%

Availability of other

. o 44%
bicycle amenities 12%

56%

Lighting standards 17%

21%
76%

Traffic calming 21%

20%

76%

Standards for new

52%
developments 38%

45%

Proximity to residential,
employment, or
commercial areas

36%
29%

|

63%

Proximity or integration
with transit

64%

Other

Fe%

 Bicycle
m Pedestrian
“ Neither

u Other

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Share of Respondents

100%

28



F. WATER

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix F.

Q27. Does your agency use the California Water Plan as a resource in the following
activities? (241 respondents)

Updating the Urban Water
Management Plan

Updating the General Plan

Developing ordinances and/or policies

Evaluating projects

Updating the Specific Plan

Other

36%
29%
36%
28%
48%
24%
26%
50%
24%

16%

— 58%
26%

9%

— 60%
32%

6%

Yes

=No

= Qur jurisdiction
does not engage
in this activity

0% 20% 40% 60%

Share of Respondents

80%

100%
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Q28. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs and/or policies to improve water use
efficiency? (241 respondents)

Don’t know
5%
Yes
80%

Q28a. If yes, what form have these programs and policies taken? (182 respondents)

Ordinances or landscaping standards
Development standards that require or promote
low-impact development (LID)

Requirements for water metering at residential
developments

Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited
landscape watering times)

Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited
landscape watering times)

Ordinances for recycled water

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings
at re-sale

Regulations that prohibit development projects
that would result in a net increase in water use

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at
re-sale

Other

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Share of Respondents
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Q29. Does your jurisdiction have a jurisdiction-wide water management plan that
combines capital investment or maintenance issues in the following areas? (237
respondents)*

100%

80%

60%
46% 44%

40% 39%
30%
24%
20%
3%
0% —

Wastewater Stormwater  Ground Surface Other  None of the
water water above

Share of Respondents

*Note that jurisdictions were able to select each of the options that describe their situation, so
percentages do not add to 100 percent.

Q30. Has your jurisdiction participated in a regional water planning process? (237

respondents)
Yes, participated in the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan process 52%
Yes, participated in another regional water management plan 33%
No, our jurisdiction has not participated in any regional water planning processes 26%
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G. PuBLIC OUTREACH AND COMMUNICATION

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix G.

Q31. Does your jurisdiction distribute materials in languages other than English? (237

respondents)

For narrative responses by jurisdictions describing how the languages materials are distributed in are
selected, refer to Appendix G. Most jurisdictions determine which languages in which to distribute

Don’t know
7%

Yes
53%

materials by looking at census information on which languages are most commonly spoken in their area.

Q32. What are the primary distribution points for information and materials regarding

planning decisions in your jurisdiction? (236 respondents)

Share of Respondents

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

99%

90%

67%

32%

I .

City Hall or
County
Administration
Building

Internet

Public Other Social media
Libraries government (e.qg.,
buildings  Facebook or
Twitter)

14%

Other
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Q33. Does your jurisdiction engage with any of the following venues as a way to inform
the public about upcoming planning issues? (199 respondents)

Share of Respondents

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

88%

70%
63%

44%

32%

10%

I

Business Neighborhood Advocacy = Community Churches or Other
organizations or groups centers faith-based
homeowners’ organizations

associations
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H. TOOLS AND FUNDING FOR LOCAL PLANNING

For responses from each jurisdiction, see Appendix H.

Q34. Has your jurisdiction received grants for planning and development activities in the
last three years? (236 respondents)

Don't Know
6%

Q34a. If yes, please indicate the source and use of those grant(s) in the table below.

(160 respondents)
100%
o 80% 78% 76%
=
[}
'g = Grant used for
8. 60% capital projects
0
&
“ 40%
o u Grant used for
5 planning purposes
< 0
5 20%

0%

Funding from federal Funding from state  Funding from other
sources sources sources (e.g.,
corporations or
private foundations)
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Share of Respondents

Q35. Does your jurisdiction have geospatial parcel-level data? (236 respondents)

Don’t know
6%

Q35a. If yes, what information is contained in those data? (170 respondents)

100% 95% 94%

80% 9%

60%

40% %% 37% 34%

20% I I 14%

Zoning Parcel size Land uses Building size Current use Building type Other
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Q36. How helpful are the following types of assistance from the Governor’s Office of

Planning and Research (OPR)? (230 respondents)

E-list messages received
from OPR

OPR website

Planning Guides

General guidance
documents

OPR Technical Advisories

Special events

Regularly-scheduled OPR
local government
roundtables

24%

8%
26%

15%
5%

11%
25%

26%

7%
20%

19%
12%

1%

4%
27%

35%

32%

1%

41%

45%

45%

42%

41%

37%

Extremely helpful
u Very helpful
Helpful
u Somewhat helpful

m Not at all helpful

20% 40%

Share of Respondents

80%

100%
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Q37. In what way(s) can OPR best assist your office in the work that it is doing?

Jurisdictions generally responded that they would like more guidance on how to comply with state laws,
through methods such as providing model ordinances/best practices information and hosting free
webinars. They also express a desire for OPR to help them to expedite the CEQA process. For a
complete list of the feedback provided, refer to Appendix H.

Q38. Are there particularly innovative and/or effective programs, policies, or zoning

strategies in place in your jurisdiction that you would like to share with OPR and that
were not covered in this survey?

While some jurisdictions expressed difficulty in implementing new programs due to economic constraints,
many continue to create innovative new policies. A sampling of these include (but are not limited to): an
Agriculture Overlay Zone to encourage agritourism and local agribusiness in Butte County, a new Public
Safety District for community facilities in Coachella, a Public Art Ordinance in Emeryville, a Cost Energy
and Service Action Plan in Inyo County, smart phone application visualization tools in Redwood City, a
Pavement to Parks program in San Francisco, and a Green Business Certification Program in Thousand
Oaks. For a complete listing of the innovative new programs jurisdictions have reported that they are
working on, see Appendix H.
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APPENDIX A: STATUS OF LOCAL GENERAL PLANS

General Plan Status by Jurisdiction

Date of Last Update for General Plan Elements

s < 5

S E o, 5 %
Jurisdiction -§ i" 22 :,3 §
Agoura Hills Los Angeles No 7.86 4 2010 2010 2010 2008 2010 2010 2010
Alameda County N/A N/A 375 18 2012 2012 1976 2010 1975 1973 1982
Alhambra Los Angeles Yes 7.65 2 1986 1986 1986 2009 1986 1986 1986
Alpine County N/A N/A 743 2 2009 2012 2003 2012 1999 1999 2007
Alturas Modoc No 5.4 1 1987 1987 1987 2005 1987 1987 1987
American Canyon Napa No 6.1 1 1994 1994 1994 2011 1994 1994 1994
Anaheim Orange Yes 50 13 2004 2004 2004 2009 2004 2004 2004
Anderson Shasta No 6.6 1 2007 2007 2007 2009 2007 2007 2007
Angels Camp Calaveras No 5 1 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Antioch Contra Costa No 5.8 1 2003 2003 2003 2009 2003 2003 2003

San
Apple Valley Bernardino No 78 3 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Arcadia Los Angeles Yes 11.1 5 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Artesia Los Angeles Yes 1.6 2 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
San Luis

Atascadero Obispo No 24 3 2002 2002 2002 2011 2002 2002 2002
Auburn Placer No 7.5 3 1993 1993 1993 2008 1993 1993 1993
Avalon Los Angeles No 2.5 2 2013 2013 2013 2013 2013 2013 2013
Avenal Kings No 19.5 1 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005
Azusa Los Angeles No 8.9 2 2004 2004 2004 2010 2004 2004 2004

Bakersfield Kern Yes 150 12 2007 2002 2002 2008 2002 2002 2002

Baldwin Park Los Angeles No 6.8 2002 2002 2002 2012 2002 2002 2002
Banning Riverside No 23.2 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006
Beaumont Riverside No 31 2007 2007 2007 2010 2007 2007 2007

Belmont San Mateo No 4.3 1982 1982 1982 2010 1996 1992 1982
Benicia Solano No 13 1999 1999 1999 1999 1999 1999 1999
Berkeley Alameda Yes 10.47 14 2001 2001 2001 2010 2001 2001 2001

1
1
4
Bellflower Los Angeles No 6.1 6 1997 1997 1995 2003 1995 1995 1995
4
3

Biggs Butte No 0.65 1 1998 1998 1998 2009 1998 1998 1998
Brawley Imperial No 7.66 1 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Brea Orange No 12.43 4 2003

Brentwood Contra Costa No 14.83 4 2001 2001 1993 2005 1993 1993 1993

Santa
Buellton Barbara No 1.6 3 2005 2005 2007 2009 2007 2007 2007
Buena Park Orange Yes 10 2 2010 2010 2010 2009 2010 2010 2010
Burbank Los Angeles Yes 17.1 12 1988 1965 1972 2008 1992 1972 1997
Butte County N/A N/A 1680 5 2012 2010 2012 2010 2010 2012 2012
Calabasas Los Angeles No 13.7 8 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Calaveras County N/A No 1036 6 1996 1996 1996 2010 1996 1996 1996
California City Kern No 203.4 1 2009 2009 2009 2004 2009 2009 2009
Calistoga Napa No 2.5 2 2003 2003 2003 2011 2003 2003 2003
Camarillo Ventura No 20 6 2003 2000 2006 2009 1996 2006 1989
3

Campbell Santa Clara No 5.9 2001 2001 2001 2009 2001 2001 2001
Carlsbad San Diego Yes 40 18 1994 2004 2006 2008 1994 2006 1994
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Date of Last Update for General Plan Elements

% o 5 o
= E [ § = b

Jurisdiction g i" § “:-" § E §'

Santa
Carpinteria Barbara No 7 3 2003 2003 2003 2011 2003 2003 2003
Cathedral City Riverside No 23 2 2002 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2002
Ceres Stanislaus No 8.5 2 1997 1997 1997 2012 1997 1997 1997
Chowchilla Madera No 11.3 2 2011 2011 2011 2012 2011 2011 2011
Citrus Heights Sacramento No 14.2 4 2011 2011 2011 2008 2011 2011
Claremont Los Angeles No 14.14 5 2006 2006 2006 2009 2006 2006 2006
Coachella Riverside No 32 2 1997 1997 1997 2009 1997 1997 1997
Colma San Mateo No 2 2 1999 1999 1999 2012 1999 1999 1999

San
Colton Bernardino No 18 2 1986 1993 1986 2002 1986 1986 1986
Commerce Los Angeles No 6.6 3 2008 2008 2008 2010 2008 2008 2008
Contra Costa County | N/A N/A 716 17 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005 2005
Corning Tehama No 2.85 1 1994 1994 1994 2009 1994 1994 1994
Corona Riverside No 39.6 5 2004 2004 2004 2008 2004 2004 2004
Coronado San Diego No 135 4 1996 1995 1994 2012 1999 1996 2005
Costa Mesa Orange No 16 3 2002 2002 2002 2008 2002 2002 2002
Cotati Sonoma No 2.2 2 1998 1998 1998 2012 1998 1998 1998
Covina Los Angeles No 7 4 2000 2000 2000 2010 2000 2000 2000
Culver City Los Angeles Yes 5.1 7 1996 1995 1973 2010 1995 N/A 1974
Cupertino Santa Clara No 10.4 7 2005 2005 2005 2010 2005 2005 2005
Dana Point Orange No 6.5 8 1995 1995 1991 2009 1991 1991 1991
Dinuba Tulare Yes 6.2 1 2008 2008 2008 2011 2008 2008 2008
Dixon Solano No 7 2 1993 1993 1993 2009 1993 1993 1993
Dorris Siskiyou No 0.7 0 2007 2007 2007 2010 2007 2007 2007
Downey Los Angeles Yes 12.8 7 2005 2005 2005 2008 2005 2005 2005
El Cajon San Diego Yes 14.5 4 1998 1998 1998 2007 1998 1998 1998
El Dorado County N/A N/A 1800 12 2004 2004 2004 2009 2004 2004 2004
Emeryville Alameda No 1.2 4 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Escondido San Diego No 68.11 8 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012
Eureka Humboldt Yes 14.5 5 1997 1997 1997 2009 1997 1997 1997
Exeter Tulare Yes 2 1 2008 2008 1991 2007 1975 1991 1975

San
Fontana Bernardino No 52.4 12 2003 2007 2003 2010 2003 2003 2003
Foster City San Mateo No 4 3 1993 1993 2003 2010 1993 2009 1995
Fountain Valley Orange No 0.02 3 1995 2008 1995 2009 1995 1995 1995
Fowler Fresno No 2.5 1 2004 2004 1976 2001 1976 1976 1976
Fremont Alameda No 90 11 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011
Fullerton Orange No 22.3 6 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012
Galt Sacramento No 5.875 2 2009 2009 2009 2002 2009 2009 2009
Garden Grove Orange No 17.923 4 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Gardena Los Angeles No 5.9 3 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006 2006
Gilroy Santa Clara No 16.156 2 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002
Glendale Los Angeles Yes 30.7 12 2011 2006 2005 2009 2007 2005 2003
Glendora Los Angeles No 9 3 2006 2006 2006 2009 2006 2006 2006
Glenn County N/A N/A 1,314.79 1 1993 1993 1993 2010 1993 1993 1993
Gonzales Monterey No 1.95 1 2011 2011 2011 2009 2011 2011 2011
Grass Valley Nevada Yes 4.69 2 1999 1999 1999 2010 1999 1999 1999

San Luis
Grover Beach Obispo No 2.25 1 2010 2005 1973 2009 1993 1973 2000
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Date of Last Update for General Plan Elements

< o 5 o
3 E s 5§ 3 :
5 £ 3 ke g &
5 § E 2 2 §
Jurisdiction > =2 S & I3
Hawaiian Gardens Los Angeles No 0.9 1 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Hawthorne Los Angeles No 6.08 3 1989 1989 1989 2012 1989 1989 1989
Hayward Alameda Yes 62 7 2002 2002 2002 2010 2002 2002 2002
Hermosa Beach Los Angeles No 1.3 2 1994 1990 1979 2012 1979 1979 1979
Hillsborough San Mateo No 6.23 2 2005 2005 2005 2009 2005 2005 2005
Hughson Stanislaus No 1.65 1 2005 2005 2010 2009 2005 2010 2005
Huntington Beach Orange Yes 28 12 1996 1996 1996 2008 1996 1996 1996
Imperial County Imperial N/A 4531.3 9 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Inglewood Los Angeles Yes 8.9 5 1980 1992 1997 2012 1987 1995 1995
Inyo County N/A N/A 10140 4 2001 2001 2001 2009 2001 2001 2001
lone Amador No 4.7 1 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Irwindale Los Angeles Yes 9.5 2 2008 2008 2008 2011 2008 2008 2008
Jackson Amador No 34 1 2008 2008 1987 2012 1987 1987 1981
La Canada Flintridge | Los Angeles No 8.6 6 1993 1995 1980 1993 1980 1980 1980
La Mesa San Diego No 9.2 6 1996 1996 1996 2005 1996 1996 1996
La Palma Orange No 2 1 1999 1999 1999 2010 1999 1999 1999
La Quinta Riverside Yes 35.8 3 2013 2013 2013 2012 2013 2013 2013
Laguna Niguel Orange Yes 14.8 7 1992 1192 1192 2012 1992 1992 1992
Lake County N/A No 1329.48 8 2008 2008 2008 2012 2008 2008 2008
Lake Forest Orange No 17 5 2010 2008 2008 2010 2001 2008 2001
Lancaster Los Angeles Yes 94 6 2009 2009 2009 2012 2009 2009 2009
Larkspur Marin No 3.27 3 1990 1990 1990 2010 1990 1990 1990
Lawndale Los Angeles No 1.9 3 1992 1992 1992 2009 1992 1992 1992
Lemoore Kings Yes 8.49 2 2008 2008 2008 2010 2008 2008 2008
Lincoln Placer Yes 19.3 2 2008 2008 2008 2010 2008 2008 2008
Lindsay Tulare Yes 2.6 2 1989 1989 1989 2009 1989 1989 1989
Livermore Alameda No 26.6 9 2004 2004 2004 2010 2004 2004 2004
Santa
Lompoc Barbara No 11.65 2 1997 1997 1997 2010 1997 1997 1997
Los Alamitos Orange Yes 4.09 1 2001 2001 2001 2009 2001 2001 2001
Los Altos Santa Clara Yes 7 4 2002 2002 2002 2009 2002 2002 2002
Los Altos Hills Santa Clara No 8 3 2008 1999 2007 2010 2007 2007 2007
Los Gatos Santa Clara No 14 6 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011
Malibu Los Angeles No 19.61 8 1995 1995 1995 2001 1995 1995 1995
Marin County N/A N/A 520 19 2007 2007 2007 2003 2007 2007 200
McFarland Kern No 3 1 1991 1991 1991 2009 1991 1991 1991
Mendocino County N/A N/A 3,878 6 2009 2009 2009 2010 2009 2009 2009
Mendota Fresno No 3.25 1 2009 2009 2009 2004 2009 2009 2009
Pendin | Pendin | Pendin | Pendin | Pendin | Pendin | Pendin
Menifee Riverside No 48 3|¢g g g g g g g
Menlo Park San Mateo No 18 8 1994 1994 1973 1992 1978 1973 1976
Merced Merced Yes 23.17 6 2012 2012 2012 2011 2012 2012 2012
Mission Viejo Orange No 17.4 4 1998 2006 1999 2009 2009 1999 2009
Mono County N/A No 3130 4 2000 2008 1993 2009 1993 1993 1993
Monrovia Los Angeles No 13.6 3 2008 2008 1966 2003 2002 1966 2002
San
Montclair Bernardino No 5.7 2 2000 2000 2000 2011 2000 2000 2000
Monte Sereno Santa Clara No 1.6 1 2007 2007 2007 2009 2007 2007 2007
Monterey County N/A N/A 3322 20 2010 2010 2010 2009 2010 2010 2010
Moorpark Ventura No 12.47 4 1992 1992 1986 2012 1998 1986 2001
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Jurisdiction > =2 S & I3
Moraga Contra Costa No 9.4 3 2002 2002 2002 2010 2002 2002 2002
Moreno Valley Riverside No 51 7 2006 2006 2006 2011 2006 2006 2006
Morgan Hill Santa Clara No 12.882 3 2001 2001 2001 2007 2001 2001 2001
San Luis
Morro Bay Obispo No 10.2 2 1988 1988 1988 2009 1993 1988 1988
San Luis
Morro Bay Obispo No 10.2 2 1988 1988 1988 2009 1993 1988 1988
Murrieta Riverside No 33.61 5 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011
Napa Napa Yes 18 6 1998 2012 1998 2009 1998 1998 1998
Napa County N/A N/A 800 20 2008 2008 2008 2009 2008 2008 2008
San
Needles Bernardino Yes 30 1 1986 1986 1986 2005 1986 1986 1986
Nevada City Nevada Yes 2 1 1986 1986 1986 2009 1986 1986 1986
Nevada County N/A No 980 7 1995 2010 1995 2010 1995 1995 2008
26 land
25.5
Newport Beach Orange Yes water 12 2006 2006 2006 2011 2006 2006 2006
Norco Riverside Yes 14 2 2009 2000 2002 2012 2003 1989 2013
Norwalk Los Angeles No 9.7 4 1996 1996 1996 2001 1996 1996 1996
Oakley Contra Costa | No 15.8 2 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002 2002
San
Ontario Bernardino No 50 18 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Oroville Butte Yes 14 2 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Oxnard Ventura No 26 8 2011 2011 2011 2012 2011 2011 2011
Palm Springs Riverside Yes 137 5 2007 2007 2007 2010 2007 2007 2007
Palo Alto Santa Clara Yes 14 16 1998 1998 1998 2004 1998 1998 1998
Palos Verdes
Estates Los Angeles No 5 1 2001 2001 2001 2010 2001 2001 2001
San Luis
Paso Robles Obispo No 20 3 2003 2011 2003 2011 2003 2003 2003
Patterson Stanislaus No 6 2 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Petaluma Sonoma Yes 15 5 2008 2008 2008 2009 2008 2008 2008
Piedmont Alameda Yes 1.7 5 2009 2009 2009 2011 2009 2009 2009
San Luis
Pismo Beach Obispo No 13.48 4 1992 1992 1992 2010 1992 1992 1992
Placer County N/A N/A 1,500 15 1994 2005 1994 2009 1994 1994 1994
Pleasanton Alameda No 24.3 8 2010 2010 2010 2012 2010 2010 2010
Plumas County N/A N/A 2613 2 2003 1994 2000 2010 1986 2000 2002
Port Hueneme Ventura Yes 4.5 0 1998 1998 1998 2010 1998 1998 1998
Portola Plumas No 2 1 2012 2012 2012 2010 2012 2012 2012
Rancho Palos
Verdes Los Angeles No 13.46 6 1975 1975 1975 2008 1975 1975 1975
Rancho Santa
Margarita Orange No 13.1 2 2002 2002 2002 2009 2002 2002 2002
Red Bluff Tehama Yes 7.7 1 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Redwood City San Mateo Yes 19 7 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Reedley Fresno No 4.9 2 1992 1992 1992 2003 1992 1992 1992
San
Rialto Bernardino No 22.35 2 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010 2010
Ridgecrest Kern No 24 1 2009 2009 2009 2005 2009 2009 2009
Rio Vista Solano No 6 1 2002 2002 2002 2011 2002 2002 2002
Riverbank Stanislaus No 3.884 0 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Riverside Riverside Yes 81 15 2007 2007 2007 2012 2007 2007 2007
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Date of Last Update for General Plan Elements

= < 5 g
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Jurisdiction g i" § “:-" § E §'
Riverside County N/A No 7300 18
Rocklin Placer No 21 5 2012 2012 2012 2008 2012 2012 2012
Rohnert Park Sonoma No 22 1 2000 2000 2000 2010 2000 2000 2000
Roseville Placer Yes 35 12 2012 2012 2012 2008 2012 2012 2012
Sacramento Sacramento Yes 100 37 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009

san
San Bernardino bernardino Yes 60 5 2005 2005 2005 2011 2005 2005 2005
San Bernardino
County N/A N/A 20100 10 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007
San Carlos San Mateo No 4.05 4 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
San Diego San Diego Yes 342.5 70 2008 2008 2008 2006 2008 2008 2008
San Fernando Los Angeles No 2.4 2 1987 1987 1987 2008 1987 1987 1987
San Francisco
County San Francisco | Yes 47 | 125 1987 1995 1973 2011 1973 1988 1997
San Gabriel Los Angeles No 4.1 3 2004 2004 2004 2010 2004 2004 2004
San Jacinto Riverside No 26.04 2 2012 2006 2006 2012 2006 2006 2006
San Joaquin County | N/A N/A 1425 5 1992 1992 1992 2009 1992 1992 1992
San Juan Bautista San Benito No 0.7 2 1998 1998 1998 1998 1998 1998 1998

San Luis
San Luis Obispo Obispo Yes 10 8 1994 1194 2006 2010 1996 1996 2010
San Pablo Contra Costa No 2.6 3 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011
San Rafael Marin Yes 12.5 6 2004 2004 2004 2011 2004 2004 2004
San Ramon Contra Costa Yes 18.5 6 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011 2011
Sand City Monterey Yes <1 2 2002 2002 2002 2010 2002 2002 2002
Santa Ana Orange Yes 27.2 7 1998 1998 1982 2009 1982 1982 1982

Santa
Santa Barbara Barbara Yes 21.75 22 2011 1997 1979 2011 1979 1964 1979
Santa Barbara
County N/A N/A 2774 48 1980 1991 1979 2010 1979 1979 2010
Santa Cruz Santa Cruz Yes 15.8 8 2012 2012 2012 2011 2012 2012 2012
Santa Rosa Sonoma Yes 41.67 7 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Santee San Diego Yes 16.5 4 2003 2003 2003 2010 2003 2003 2003
Saratoga Santa Clara No 12.8 3 2007 2010 2007 2010 1988 2007 1987
Sebastopol Sonoma No 1.8 2 1994 1994 1994 2010 1994 1994 1994
Shasta Lake Shasta No 10.86 2 1999 1999 1999 2010 1999 1999 1999
Simi Valley Ventura No 42 12 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012
Solana Beach San Diego No 3.4 3 1991 1999 1988 2006 1988 1988 1988

Santa
Solvang Barbara Yes 2.4 2 2008 2008 1998 2009 1987 1998 1988
Sonoma Sonoma No 2.72 3 2006 2006 2006 2010 2006 2006 2006
Sonoma County N/A N/A 1500 18 2008 2010 2008 2009 2008 2008 2008
Sonora Tuolumne No 3 1 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007
South Pasadena Los Angeles No 3.5 5 1998 1998 1998 2012 1998 1998 1998
South San Francisco | San Mateo No 9 4 1999 1999 1999 2009 1999 1999 1999
St Helena Napa No 4.69 1 1993 1993 1993 2009 1993 1993 1993
Suisun City Solano No 4.1 1 1992 1994 1992 2009 1992 1992 1992

Sunnyvale Santa Clara Yes 22.86 13 1997 1997 2008 2009 1997 2006 2008
Sutter Creek Amador No 2.6 5 1994 1994 1994 2007 1994 1994 1994
Taft Kern No 15 3 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
Tehama Tehama No 0.8 0 2004 2004 2004 2004 2004 2004 2004
Tehama County N/A N/A 2976 2 2009 2009 2009 2010 2009 2009 2009
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Jurisdiction
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Union City
Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
West Hollywood
West Sacramento
Westlake Village
Wheatland
Wildomar
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville

Yreka

Yuba County

Yucca Valley

Los Angeles
Ventura
Marin

Los Angeles
Nevada
Tulare

N/A
Stanislaus
Mendocino
Alameda
Solano
N/A

Los Angeles

San
Bernardino

Orange
Tulare

San Diego
Contra Costa
Siskiyou
Los Angeles
Los Angeles
Yolo

Los Angeles
Yuba
Riverside
Glenn
Tulare
Orange
Napa
Siskiyou

NA

San
Bernardino

o
>
=
(&)
S
[
t
©
=
O

Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
N/A
No
No
No
No
N/A
Yes

Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
N/A

No

Area (in mi’)

4.006
55
4.5
21

36

20
2278
16.928
4.6

18

2,208
5.2

75
2.1
37.27
19
20

17
1.9
19
5.4
1.49
24
2.83

17.4
1.56

10
640
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1987
1991
2005
2010
2006
1993
2006
2012
1995

1990
2005
2007

2008
2010
1991
2012
2006
2003
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
2011
2009
1993
2001
2003
2011

1995

Date of Last Update for General Plan Elements

Circulation

1987
1991
2005
2010
2006
1993
2012
2012
1995

1990
2005
2007

2008
2010
2001
2012
2006
1987
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
1981
2009
1993
1992
2003
2011

1995

Conservation

1987
1996
2005
2010
2006
1975
2011
2012
1995

1990
1996
2007

2008
2010
1989
2012
2006
1987
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
1981
2009
1993
1992
2003
2011

1995

1987
2010
2012
2010
2009
2010
2010
2012
2009

2010
2011
2008

2008
2010
2010
2010
2007
2011
2012
2011
2008
2010
2006
2003
2010
2007
2011
2009
2009
2010

2009

1987
2000
2005
2010
2006
1988
1996
2012
1995

1990
2005
2007

2008
2010
1995
2012
2006
1987
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
1974
1975
1993
1992
1998
2011

1995

Open Space

1987
1996
2005
2010
2006
1975
1996
2012
1995

1990
2005
2007

2008
2010
1989
2012
2006
1987
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
1981
2009
1993
1992
2003
2011

1995

1987
1996
2005
2010
2006
1990
2009
2012
1995

1990
2005
2007

2008
2010
1975
2012
2006
1987
1985
2011
2000
1993
2006
2003
1974
1975
1993
1992
2003
2011

1995
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Index of Optional Elements and Year Adopted

ADMINISTRATION
Cathedral City
La Quinta
Moraga
Napa
Patterson
Riverbank
Suisun City
Wheatland
Wildomar

AESTHETICS
Artesia
Claremont
Napa County
Nevada County
Piedmont
Redwood City
Santee
Sebastopol
Suisun City

AGRICULTURE
Buellton
Butte County
Ceres
Chowchilla
Coachella
Dinuba
El Dorado County
Imperial County
Lake County
Marin County
Mendocino County
Mono County
Monterey County
Napa County
Nevada County
Placer County
Santa Barbara County
Sonoma County
Tehama County
Tuolumne County
Ventura County
Yuba County

AIR QUALITY
Anderson
Angels Camp
Apple Valley
Artesia
Avenal
Azusa
Baldwin Park
Banning
Buellton
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Claremont
Colton
Commerce
Dinuba

2009
2013
2002
1998
2010
2009
1992
2006
2003

2010
2006
2008
1995
2009
2010
2003
1994
1992

2007
2010
1997
2011
1997
2008
2004
2008
2008
2007
2009
1993
2010
2008
1995
1994
1991
2008
2009
1996
1983
2011

1998
2009
2009
2010
2005
2004
2002
2006
2007
2002
1997
2011
2006
1991
2008
2008

El Dorado County
Emeryville

Exeter

Fontana

Fullerton

Garden Grove
Glendale
Glendora
Hawaiian Gardens
Huntington Beach
La Canada Flintridge
La Quinta
Lawndale

Los Altos

Marin County
Merced

Murrieta

Nevada County
Palm Springs
Patterson

Portola

Redwood City
Riverbank
Riverside

San Francisco County
San Rafael

San Ramon
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz
Shasta Lake

Simi Valley
Sonora

Sunnyvale
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ventura County
Wildomar
Woodlake

Yuba County

AIRPORT
Fullerton
Ontario
Rio Vista
Santa Ana
Sonoma County
Ukiah

ARCHAEOLOGICAL

Apple Valley
Banning
Buellton
Cathedral City
Emeryville
Marin County
Mendocino County
Santa Cruz
Ukiah

Ventura County
Bicycle
Cathedral City
Claremont
Dinuba

2004
2009
2010
2003
2012
2008
1994
2006
2010
1996
1995
2013
1992
2002
2007
2012
2011
1995
2007
2010
2012
2010
2009
2007
1997
2004
2011
1981
2012
1999
2012
2007
1993
1996
2012
1988
2003
2010
2011

2012
2011
2002
2008
2008
1995

2009
2006
2007
2002
2009
2007
2009
2012
1995
1988

2011
2006
2008

Emeryville 2009
Fremont 2011
Fullerton 2012
Mono County 2006
Redwood City 2010
Rio Vista 2002
San Francisco County 2009
BIOLOGICAL
Apple Valley 2009
Azusa 2004
Banning 2006
Buellton 2007
Cathedral City 2009
Chowchilla 2011
Emeryville 2009
La Quinta 2013
Marin County 2007
Mono County 1993
Redwood City 2010
San Rafael 2004
Santa Cruz 2012
Ventura County 1988
Child Care
Marin County 2007
Redwood City 2010
West Sacramento 2000
CLIMATE CHANGE/GLOBAL
WARMING
Alameda County 2011
Chowchilla 2011
Fullerton 2012
Livermore 2009
Redwood City 2010
San Rafael 2011
Simi Valley 2012
Turlock 2012
Walnut Creek 2011
West Hollywood 2011
Yuba County 2011
COASTAL
Coronado 1987
Huntington Beach 2001
Mendocino County 1991
Santa Barbara County 1982
Ventura County 2001
COMMERCE
Azusa 2004
San Francisco County 1987
Ventura County 2001
COMMUNITY
Angels Camp 2009
Avenal 2005
Brentwood 1993
Calistoga 2003
Carpinteria 2003
Cathedral City 2009
Claremont 2006
Costa Mesa 2002
Fremont 2011
Fullerton 2012
Galt 2009
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Garden Grove
Lincoln

Los Altos
Redwood City
Rio Vista

San Jacinto
Santa Cruz

St Helena
Suisun City
Truckee
Tuolumne County

CULTURAL
Angels Camp
Artesia
Azusa
Buellton
Calabasas
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Claremont
Emeryville
Fullerton
La Quinta
Marin County
Mendocino County
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norwalk
Ontario
Patterson
Rancho Palos Verdes
Rialto
Riverside
San Gabriel
San Rafael
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Sonora

DESIGN
Anaheim
Arcadia
Azusa
Baldwin Park
Biggs
Brentwood
Calabasas
Camarillo
Cathedral City
Coachella
Commerce
Coronado
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba
Downey
Emeryville
Fontana
Fullerton
Garden Grove
Grass Valley
Hawaiian Gardens
Hermosa Beach
Huntington Beach

2008
2008
2002
2010
2002
2006
2012
1993
1992
2006
1996

2009
2010
2004
2007
2008
2009
1997
2011
2006
2009
2012
2013
2007
2009
1995
2006
1996
2010
2010
1975

2007
2004
2004
2012
2009
2007

2004
2010
2004
2002
1998
1993
2008
2012
2009
1997
2008
2003
2005
1991
2008
2005
2009
2003
2012
2008
1999
2010
1979
1996

Lemoore

Los Altos

Marin County
Menifee
Merced
Montclair
Moraga
Norwalk
Ontario

Palm Springs
Patterson
Petaluma
Piedmont
Portola

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank
Rohnert Park
San Bernardino
San Diego

San Francisco County
San Gabriel
San Juan Bautista
San Rafael
Santa Ana
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Ukiah

West Covina
Yuba County

ECONOMIC
Alhambra
Alpine County
Alturas
American Canyon
Anaheim
Angels Camp
Antioch
Arcadia
Atascadero
Auburn
Avenal
Azusa
Baldwin Park
Banning
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Butte County
Cathedral City
Claremont
Coachella
Dana Point
Downey
El Dorado County
Escondido
Fontana

2008
2002
2007
Pending
2012
2000
2002
1996
2010
2007
2010
2008
2009
2012
X
2009
2002
2009
2000
2005
2008
1972
2004
1998
2004
1998
2012
2009
1998
1993
1995
1995
1985
2011

1986
1999
1987
1994
2004
2009
2003
2010
2002
1993
2005
2004
2002
2006
2001
1998
2008
1993
2007
2010
2010
2009
2006
1997
1991
2005
2004
2012
2003

Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Hawaiian Gardens
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Huntington Beach
Inyo County

La Quinta
Lancaster
Lawndale
Lincoln
Livermore

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Marin County
Menifee
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monterey County
Morgan Hill
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Nevada County
Oakley

Ontario

Palo Alto
Patterson
Petaluma

Port Hueneme
Portola
Redwood City
Rialto

Rio Vista
Riverbank

San Bernardino
San Bernardino County
San Diego

San Gabriel
San Pablo

San Rafael

San Ramon
Santa Ana
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Sebastopol
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Sonoma
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Tehama County
Truckee
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

West Covina
West Hollywood

Wheatland
Yuba County
EDUCATION

Artesia

2011
2012
2009
2008
2010
2002
1979
1996
2001
2013
2009
1992
2008
2004
2001
2002
2007
Pending
2002
2000
2010
2001
2011
2000
2008
1995
2002
2010
1998
2010
2008
1998
2012
2010
X
2002
2009
2005
2007
2008
204
2011
2004
2011
1988
2012
2009
1994
2012
1988
2006
2007
1998
1993
2009
2006
2011
2012
1995
1985
2011

2006
2011

2010
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Banning
Cathedral City
Claremont
Emeryville
Fullerton

Marin County
Nevada County
Riverside
Ventura County

ENERGY
Apple Valley
Banning
Cathedral City
Chowchilla
Emeryville
Marin County
Mono County
Ontario
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara County
Simi Valley
Ukiah
Ventura County

ENVIRONMENT

Azusa
Berkeley
Claremont
Cupertino
Emeryville
Los Gatos
Marin County
Ontario
Redwood City
San Francisco County
Santa Barbara County
Wheatland

FIRE
Banning
Cathedral City
Claremont
Fullerton
Redwood City
Rialto
Rio Vista
Simi Valley
Ventura County

FISCAL
Calistoga
Cathedral City
Claremont
Fullerton
Ontario
Rancho Palos Verdes

FLOOD CONTROL
American Canyon
Banning
Buellton
Cathedral City
Dinuba
La Quinta

FORESTRY

El Dorado County
Nevada County

2006
2002
2006
2009
2012
2007
1995
2007
1988

2009
2006
2009
2011
2009
2007
1993
2010
1982
1994
2012
1995
2004

2004
2001
2006
2005
2009
2011
2007
2010
2010
1973
1980
2006

2006
2002
2006
2012
2010

2002
2012
2011

2003
2009
2006
2012
2010
1975

1994
2006
2007
2002
2008
2013

2004
1995

Thousand Oaks

GEOTHERMAL

Calistoga

Lake County
GOVERNANCE

Claremont

Fullerton

Inyo County

Ontario

Palo Alto

Redwood City

San Rafael

Walnut Creek

West Hollywood

GROWTH MANAGEMENT

Anaheim
Antioch
Benicia
Brentwood
Costa Mesa
Dana Point
Escondido
Fountain Valley
Fullerton
Huntington Beach
La Palma
Laguna Niguel
Mission Viejo
Moraga
Oakley

San Ramon
Santa Ana
Santa Rosa
St Helena
Ukiah

Walnut Creek
Yorba Linda

HAZARDOUS WASTE

Artesia

Banning

Benicia

Campbell

Cathedral City

El Cajon

Fullerton

Huntington Beach

La Quinta

Mono County

Redwood City

Santa Barbara County

Ventura County
HEALTH

Benicia

Cathedral City

El Dorado County

Murrieta

Oakley

Ontario

Patterson

Redwood City

San Pablo

Yuba County

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

2000

2003
2008

2006
2012
2010
2010
1998
2010
2004
2006
2011

2004
2007
1999
2001
2002
1991
2012
1995
2012
2002
1999
1992
2004
2002
2002
2011
1991
2009
1993
1995
2006
1993

2010
2006
1999
2001
2002
2008
2012
1996
2013
1993
2010
1990
2004

1999
2009
2004
2011
2002
2010
2010
2010
2011
2011

Auburn

Azusa

Banning
Benicia
Berkeley
Campbell
Cathedral City
Claremont
Colma

Colton
Coronado
Costa Mesa

El Cajon
Eureka
Fullerton

Galt

Glendale

Grass Valley
Huntington Beach
La Mesa

Los Altos

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Ontario
Petaluma
Riverside

San Bernardino
San Diego

San Fernando
San Juan Bautista
Santa Barbara
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Simi Valley
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Tuolumne County
Ukiah

Ventura County
Visalia

West Hollywood
Wheatland
Yorba Linda

IMPLEMENTATION
Alhambra
Arcadia
Beaumont
Brawley
Claremont
Commerce
Emeryville
Escondido
Fremont
Fullerton
Ontario
Redwood City
Rialto
Riverbank
Simi Valley
Walnut Creek

1993
2004
2006
1999
2001
2001
2002
2006
1999
2000
2004
2002
1998
2007
2012
2009
2011
1999
1996
1996
2002
1998
2008
1986
2010
2008
2012
2005
2008
2005
1998
2012
2012
2009
2012
2007
1998
1993
1995
1994
2009
1995
2000
1979
2011
2006
2012

1986
2010
2007
2008
2006
2008
2009
2012
2011
2012
2010
2010

2009
2012
2006
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MILITARY FACILITIES
Mono County
Oxnard
Ridgecrest
Rio Vista
Ventura County

MINERAL RESOURCES
Apple Valley
Azusa
Banning
Cathedral City
Chowchilla
Claremont
Grass Valley
Marin County
Mono County
Nevada County
Tuolumne County

Ventura County
PARKING

Claremont

Coronado

San Francisco County

PARKS AND RECREATION
Alameda County
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Apple Valley
Arcadia
Artesia
Atascadero
Azusa
Banning
Benicia
Brawley
Buellton
Calabasas
Camarillo
Carlsbad
Ceres
Chowchilla
Claremont
Corning
Culver City
Cupertino
Dinuba
Emeryville
Exeter
Fontana
Foster City
Fremont
Fullerton
Garden Grove
Grover Beach
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
La Quinta
Lompoc
Los Gatos
Marin County

2012
2011
2009
2002
1988

2009
2004
2006
2009
2011
2006
1993
2007
1993
1995
2011
1988

2006
2003
1995

1968
1994
2004
2007
2009
2009
2010
2010
2002
2004
2006
1999
2008
2007
2008
2002
1994
1997
2011
2006
1994
1974
2005
2008
2009
1991
2003
2009
2011
2012
2008
2005
1996
2008
2013
1997
2011
2007

Merced
Moorpark
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Oakley

Ontario

Paso Robles
Patterson
Petaluma
Piedmont
Redwood City
Rio Vista
Riverside

San Diego

San Francisco County
San Luis Obispo
San Rafael

San Ramon
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Cruz
Simi Valley
Solvang
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Suisun City
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville
Ventura County
Visalia

West Hollywood
Wheatland
Yreka

PUBLIC FACILITIES
American Canyon
Anaheim
Apple Valley
Arcadia
Avenal
Banning
Brentwood
Buellton
Butte County
Calistoga
Campbell
Cathedral City
Chowchilla
Claremont
Corning
Coronado
Dana Point
Dinuba
Emeryville

2012
1986
2011
2010
2008
1995
2006
2010
2010
2003
2010
2008
2009
2010
2002
2012
2008
1988
2010
2004
2011
1982
1982
2012
2012
2009
2007
1998
1993
1992
2006
1994
1971
2005
2010
1996
2012
1995
1990
1988
1989
2011
2006
2003

1994
2004
2009
2010
2005
2006
1993
2007
2010
2003
2001
2002
2011
2006
1994
2007
1991
2008
2009

Fontana
Fremont

Galt
Huntington Beach
La Mesa

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lemoore
Lincoln

Los Altos

Marin County
Merced
Mission Viejo
Moraga
Nevada County
Patterson
Petaluma
Portola
Redwood City
Rio Vista
Riverbank
Riverside

San Bernardino
San Diego

San Gabriel
San Ramon
Santa Ana
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Sonoma County
St Helena
Suisun City
Sutter Creek
Tuolumne County
Vacaville
Ventura County
Vista

Yreka

PUBLIC SERVICES
American Canyon
Anaheim
Artesia
Azusa
Bakersfield
Buellton
Claremont
Dinuba
El Dorado County
Emeryville
Fullerton
Galt
Gonzales
Hawaiian Gardens
Hayward
La Mesa
Livermore
Lompoc
Merced
Monterey County
Napa
Nevada County
Patterson

2003
2011
2009
1996
1996
2013
1992
2009
1990
2008
2008
2002
2007
2012
2003
2002
1995
2010
2008
2012
2010
2002
2009
2012
2005
2008
2004
2011
1982
2012
2009
2008
1993
1992
1994
1996
1990
1988
2012
2003

1994
2004
2010
2004
2002
2007
2006
2008
2004
2009
2012
2009
2011
2010
2002
1996
2004
1997
2012
2010
2010
1995
2010
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Portola 2012
Redwood City 2010
Rio Vista 2002
Riverbank 2009
San Carlos 2009
San Juan Bautista 1998
Santa Cruz 2012
Simi Valley 2012
Sonoma County 2008
St Helena 1993
Suisun City 1992
Sutter Creek 1994
Tuolumne County 1996
Ukiah 1995
Vacaville 1990
Ventura County 1988
Vista 2012
Wheatland 2006
REDEVELOPMENT
Anaheim 2004
Claremont 2006
Emeryville 2009
Fullerton 2012
Rialto X
REGIONALISM
Fullerton 2012
Morgan Hill 2001
RESOURCE CONSERVATION
Agoura Hills 2010
Claremont 2006
Escondido 2012
Fullerton 2012
Huntington Beach 1996
Mono County 1993
Nevada County 1995
Oakley 2002
Ontario 2010
Patterson 2010
Rio Vista 2002
San Diego 2008
San Jacinto 2006
Sonoma County 2008
St Helena 1993
Vista 2012
SCENIC HIGHWAYS
Alameda County 1966
Coronado 1999
Fullerton 2012
Grover Beach 1981
Palos Verdes Estates 2001
Santa Ana 1982
Santa Barbara 1979
Santa Barbara County 1975
Thousand Oaks 1974
Ventura County 2010
Visalia 1976
Willows 1974
SEISMIC
Azusa 2004
Claremont 2006
Culver City 1974
Emeryville 2009

Fullerton

Galt

Grover Beach
Huntington Beach
Laguna Niguel

Palos Verdes Estates
Rialto

Santa Ana

Willows

SOCIAL SERVICES
Ontario
Thousand Oaks
West Hollywood

SUSTAINABILITY
Artesia
Claremont
Cupertino
Emeryville
Fremont
Fullerton
Gonzales
La Quinta
Los Gatos
Merced
Oxnard
Piedmont
Redwood City
San Francisco County
Vista

TRAILWAYS

Claremont
Marin County
Rio Vista
Santee

TRANSPORTATION
Azusa
Berkeley
Campbell
Ceres
Coronado
Emeryville
Fremont
Fullerton
Marin County
Ontario
Patterson
Redwood City
Rio Vista
San Francisco County
San Juan Bautista
Santa Cruz
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Vacaville

URBAN BOUNDARIES
Avenal
Buellton
Camarillo
Exeter
Merced
Rio Vista
Santa Cruz
Ventura County

2012
2009
2000
1996
1992
2001

1982
1974

2010
1980
2011

2010
2006
2005
2009
2011
2012
2011
2013
2011
2012
2011
2009
2010
1996
2012

2006
2007
2002
2003

2004
2001
2001
1997
1987
2009
2011
2012
2007
2010
2010
2010
2002
1995
1998
2012
1993
1997
1990

2005
2007
1998
1983
2012
2002
2012
2004

Woodlake
Yuba County

WASTE
Artesia
Emeryville
Fullerton
Los Altos
Redwood City
Rio Vista
San Francisco County
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
Simi Valley
Sunnyvale
Ventura County

WATER
Apple Valley
Artesia
Buellton
Butte County
Cathedral City
Chowchilla
Claremont
Coronado
Emeryville
Fullerton
Imperial County
La Quinta
Los Altos
Marin County
Nevada County
Petaluma
Redwood City
Rio Vista
San Bernardino
San Francisco County
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
Simi Valley
Sonoma County
Sunnyvale
Ventura County

1983
2011

2010
2009
2012
2002
2010
2002
2011
2010
2012
2012
2008
1988

2009
2010
2007
2010
2009
2011
2006
1994
2009
2012
2008
2013
2002
2007
1995
2008
2010
2002
2005
2010
2010
2012
2012
2008
2008
1988

OTHER OPTIONAL ELEMENTS BY

JURISDICTION

BAKERSFIELD
Kern River
BUTTE COUNTY

Area and Neighborhood
Plans

CALABASAS
Services, Infrastructure, and
Technology

CARLSBAD

Arts
CHOWCHILLA
Green Building
CORONADO
Recreation

EL CAJON
Annexation
HERMOSA BEACH
Utilities

1988

2010

2008

1994

2011

1991

1998

1979
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HUNTINGTON BEACH
Utilities

LARKSPUR
Community Character
LIVERMORE
Community Character
LOMPOC

Urban Design

LOS ALTOS HILLS
PATHWAYS

LOS GATOS
Community Design
Human Services
Vasona Light Rail
MURRIETA
Infrastructure
NEVADA COUNTY
Wildlife and Vegetation
NEWPORT BEACH
Harbor and Bay
NORWALK

Utility Infrastructure
RANCHO SANTA
MARGARITA
Economic Development
ROCKLIN

Recreation

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY

Arts
Better Streets Plan
Community Safety

SANTA ROSA

Arts and Culture
Youth and Family
SANTEE
Community Enhancement
THOUSAND OAKS
Public Buildings
TIBURON
Downtown

VISTA

Health

1996

1990

2004

1997

2008

2011
2011
2011

2011

1995

2006

1996

2002

2012

1991
2010
1997

2009
2009

2003

1972

2005

2012
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General Plan Updates Underway
Jurisdictions that are currently undergoing an update of one or more General Plan Elements

Elements Updating Year of Completion

Circulation
Conservation

>
1
2
©
(%]

Jurisdiction Other Optional Elements

tll Housing
+ pAk]

Agoura Hills
Alameda County + + + | Agriculture +
Alhambra
Alturas
American Canyon +
Anaheim
Arcadia
Artesia
Auburn
Avalon + + +

+ + + 4+ o+ + |+
+ |+ + + 4+ +

Infrastructure analysis per SB 244 - may result in GP
Azusa update

Bakersfield + + +
Baldwin Park
Banning +
Beaumont
Bellflower
Belmont + + +
Benicia + +
Biggs + + + + + + | Community Design +
Brawley
Brea +

+
+
+
+

+

+ + + Public Services, Kern River +

+ |+ |+ [+ ]+
+ o+ 4+ +

Community Design, Growth Management, Economic
+ + + + + + + Development, Infrastructure, Community Facilities,
Brentwood Fiscal Sustainability +

Buena Park + +
Burbank + + + + + + + | Air Quality & Climate Change (New)
Calabasas +
Calaveras County + + + + + agricultural, forestry, mineral resources
California City +
Camarillo + + +

+

Economic Development; Sustainability; Parks &
Carlsbad Recreation; Historic Preservation

Cathedral City +
Citrus Heights
Claremont

Coachella + + +
Colma
Colton + +
Commerce
Contra Costa County + + +

+ 0+ 4+ +

+ + + Health +

Corning + + +
Corona

Coronado
Costa Mesa + +

+ |+ |+ |+ ]+ |+ + |+ + |+
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Jurisdiction

Cotati

Dana Point
Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Escondido

Eureka

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Glendale
Glendora
Hawaiian Gardens
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
Inyo County
Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma
Laguna Niguel
Lake Forest
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lincoln
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos Hills
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Menifee
Menlo Park
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Moorpark
Morro Bay
Murrieta

+ |ELCRVY

2l Circulation

Ll Conservation

+ o+ o+ |+

+ + + o+ o+ o+

+ + 4+ + o+

+

+ + + + + + + o+

+ LI

Ll Open Space

Elements Updating

Ll Safety

Other Optional Elements
Community Health, Economic Vitality
Economic Development

Economic Prosperity, Growth Management,
Implementation

Recreation

Economic Development

Historic and Cultural Resources

Economic Development

Air Quality

Historic Preservation, Public Services & Facilities, Health
& Wellness, Sustainability

Growth Management

Air Quality

economic development, hazardous waste

Year of Completion

+ o+ o+ + + |+ |+ |+ Pljkl

+

+ o+ o+ +
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Jurisdiction
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk
Ontario

Oroville

Palo Alto

Petaluma

Pismo Beach

Placer County

Plumas County

Port Hueneme
Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Reedley

Ridgecrest

Riverside

Riverside County
Rocklin

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County
Santee

Saratoga

Shasta Lake

Solana Beach
Solvang

St Helena
Suisun City
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Temple City
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Torrance
Tulare

Circulation

Conservation

Ell Housing

+

+ + o+ + o+

+

+ + + + o+

Open Space

Elements Updating

Other Optional Elements

Target General Plan Update through a grant from SGC
Round 2 funding

Business and Economics, Governance

Agricultural/Forestry

economic, water, ag/forestry

Fiscal

Preservation, Urban Forest Plan

climate change, arts/culture/entertainment, community
design, economic sustainability, historic resources,
parks/recreation, public facilities/services,

Economic Development

Public Services& Facilities, Historic, Parks & Rec

Year of Completion

o
&
+
+
+
+

+
+

+
+
+
+
+
+ +
+
+
+

+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

+
+

+

+

+
+
+
+
+
+

+
+
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Elements Updating Year of Completion

c
s 2 ]
-

2 2 §f w g

=) o b £ ) >

L -1 =S " (%] [= - <

A Frrfy H] 2 5 3 s & ) o
Jurisdiction & S S T o & | Other Optional Elements S
Tuolumne County + + + +
Vacaville + + + + + +
Ventura County + +
Vernon + + + + + + +
Victorville + +
Villa Park + +
Visalia + + + i i i Historic Preservation; Air Quality & GHG; Parks +
Vista + +
West Hollywood +
West Sacramento + + + + + | Child Care
Westlake Village + + + +
_ " " " " + " " growth management, community design, economic

Yorba Linda development +
Yuba County +
Yucca Valley + + + + + + +
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APPENDIX B: LAND USE PLANNING

Q1. Has your agency employed any of the following tools to promote infill, transit-oriented

development, mixed, or higher-density development?

Reduced Parking Expedited Permit
Density Bonuses Requirements Specific Plan Processing Financial Incentives

oy 2 2 2 oy
g 2 o | 8 o | 2 s 2 s £
£ 3 £ 3 2 3 5 3 5 3
- - A - L - . - . -
¥ 2 - ¥ 2 i 2 L
Jurisdiction s T s T s T s T s T
Agoura Hills + + + + +
+ + + + + + General Plan
Alameda County policies
Alhambra + + + + + + +
. + + + + + + + + Development Fee
Anaheim Deferral
Anderson + +
Angels Camp + + + + + + + +
Antioch + + + +
Arcadia + + + + + + +
Artesia + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Atascadero + + + + + + + + + + +
Auburn + + + +
Avalon + + +
Avenal + +
Affordable
+ + + + + + + Housing Density
Azusa Bonus Incentive
Bakersfield i+ + + + + +
Baldwin Park + + +
Banning i+ + + + +
Beaumont + + + + + + + + + + +
Bellflower + + + + + +
Belmont + + + + + +
Benicia + + + + + +
Berkeley + + + + + + + + + + + +
Biggs + + +
Brawley + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Development
Brea Agreements
Brentwood + + + + + +
Buellton i+ i+
Buena Park + + +
Burbank +
Butte County + +
General Plan
+ + + + + + policies promote
Calabasas all of the above
Calaveras N N
County
+ + + + + . General Plan
California City policies
Calistoga + + +
Camarillo + + + +
Campbell + + + + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + +
Carpinteria + + + + + + + + + + + +
Cathedral City + +
Ceres + +
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Density Bonuses

Reduced Parking
Requirements

Specific Plan

Expedited Permit
Processing

Financial Incentives

v (7] w w wv
S 2 ® 2| 2| W 2 W E 2 W
Jurisdiction s T s T s T s T £ s T
Chowchilla + + + + + + +
Citrus Heights + +
General plan
+ policies - mixed
Claremont use
Coachella + + + + +
General Plan
Colma policies
Colton + + + + +
Commerce +
Contra Costa + + + + + + + + . . .
County
Corona + +
Coronado + +
+ + General Plan
Costa Mesa Policies (Infill)
General Plan
. + + + + + + + + + o
Cotati Policies (All)
Prior to the
ending of the
Covina
Redevelopment
Agency, 20% set
+ + + + + + + + + + aside funds were
used to encourage
residential
construction,
assist existing and
new businesses,
Covina etc.
Culver City + +
Cupertino + +
General Plan
+ + Policies (Infill,
Dana Point TOD, Mixed-Use)
. . General Plan
Dinuba Policies (All)
Dixon +
No - We already
fo mixed use and
Dorris higher denisty
Downey + + + +
El Cajon + + ¥ +
El Dorado + + +
County
Emeryville + + +
Escondido + + + + + + + + + + +
Etna
Eureka +
Exeter + +
Fontana + + +
General Plan
Policies, PD
Zoning and
General/Specific
Development
Foster City Plans
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Jurisdiction
Fountain Valley

Density Bonuses

Mixed-Use

E Higher Density

Reduced Parking
Requirements

Mixed-Use
Higher Density

Specific Plan

Bl Mixed-Use

Higher Density

Expedited Permit
Processing

Mixed-Use
Higher Density

Financial Incentives

Mixed-Use

Higher Density

Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena
Gilroy
Glendale
Glendora
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley

Grover Beach
Hawaiian
Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington
Beach

Inyo County
Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada
Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lancaster
Larkspur

Lawndale
Lemoore
Lindsay
Livermore
Los Altos
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County

+

+

+ o+ + o+

+ + + + + + +

+

+ + + +

+

General plan
policies

deviations from
development
standards

General Plan
Policies (All)
Zoning, all

General Plan
policies

General Plan
politices
employed for
infill, TOD and
mixed-use
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Density Bonuses

Reduced Parking
Requirements

Specific Plan

Expedited Permit

Processing

Financial Incentives

o = = = =
0 £ o £ o £ o £ 0 £
3 4 3 8 3 4 3 4 3 &
R L R 3 2 R
X ) X ) X [ X [ X )
Jurisdiction s T s T s T s T s T
General Plan
policies employed
+ + + for infill, mixed-
use and higher
density
McFarland development
Mendota i+ +
Menlo Park + + + + + + + + + + +
Merced + + + + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + +
+ + + gen_e.ral plan
Mono County policies
Monrovia + + + + + + +
Montclair iF + + + + +
Monte Sereno +
Moorpark + +
Moraga + + + + +
Moreno Valley + + +
Morgan Hill + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + + +
General Plan:
+ + infill, mixed use,
Murrieta higher density
Napa + + + + +
Napa County + +
General Plan
1 policies employed
Needles for infill
Nevada City +
Nevada County + + + + + + + +
General plan
N policies for infill,
TOD, mixed-use
Newport Beach and higher density
Norco i i + +
Norwalk + +
Ontario + + + + + + + + + + + + Shared Parking
Oroville + + + + + + + + + + + + + + n/a
Oxnard + + + + + + + +
Palm Springs + + + + +
Palo Alto i i i i + i +
Palos Verdes N
Estates
Paso Robles + + + + + + + +
Patterson + + +
Petaluma + + + + + + + +
+ + Second Unit
Piedmont (financial)
Pismo Beach + + + + + +
Placer County + + + + + + + + + + +
no other
Plumas County incentives
Port Hueneme + + + + +
Portola + + + + + + + + +
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Density Bonuses

Reduced Parking
Requirements

Specific Plan

Expedited Permit

Processing Financial Incentives

o = = = =
v (7] w w wv
2 3 2| 3 g S 2 3 2 3
3 ¢ 3 o 3 ¢ 3 o 3 ©
P L LR P L I P2
Jurisdiction s T s T s T s T s T
Although these
are available and
allowed, we don't
use these to
'promote’
infill/TOD/mixed-
Rancho Palos use/higher
Verdes density.
Rancho Santa + + + . . .
Margarita
Red Bluff + + + + + + + + + +
Precise Plan (Form
+ + + + + + Based Code) for
Redwood City Downtown
Rialto + +
Ridgecrest +
General Plan
policies employed
for infill, and POA
+ + + + 2012 employed
for infill, mixed-
use, and higher
Rio Vista density
Riverbank
Riverside + + + + + + +
Rocklin + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + +
Roseville + + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Bernardino + + + + +
San Bernardino + + + + + . Ger.1e.ral Plan
County policies
San Carlos i + + + + +
Affordable
+ + + + + + + + + + Housing Expedited
San Diego Permit Processing
San Fernando + + + + + + + + + +
General Plan
+ + + + + + + + + + pOIIC‘IeS (I/.T/,M/H)‘-
San Francisco Parking minimum
County (I/T/M/H)
+ + + + + + + + + General Plan
San Gabriel Policies
General Plan
policies employed
+ + + + + + + for infill, TOD,
mixed-use, and
San Jacinto higher density
San Joaquin . . .
County
San Juan N .
Bautista
San Luis Obispo + +
San Pablo + + + + +
San Rafael + + + + + + + + +
San Ramon + + + +
Sand City + + + + + + +
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Reduced Parking Expedited Permit
Density Bonuses Requirements Specific Plan Processing Financial Incentives

o = = = =
o £ o | & o | 8 o £ o £
g 3 g 3 £ 3 g 3 £ 3
P L LR P L I P2
Jurisdiction s T s T s T s T s T
General Plan
policies employed
for infill, TOD,
+ + + + + + + + + + + + .
mixed-use and
higher density
Santa Ana development
Santa Barbara i i i i i + + + + +
General Plan
Santa Barbara + + + + + Policies, Form
County Based Code
Recent GP 2030
calls for
incentives, in the
process of
+ + implementing and
adding to Zoning
Ordinance for
mixed use and
Santa Cruz TOD development
Santa Rosa + + + + + +
Santee + + + + + + +
Sebastopol + + + + + +
+ + + . + . . General Plan
Shasta Lake Policies
General Plan
Policies -
Infill/TOD/Mixed
Simi Valley Use
+ + + + + The city is 99%
Solana Beach built out.
Solvang + + + +
Sonoma + + + +
Sonoma County + + +
Sonora
South Pasadena + + + + + + +
South San + + + + + +
Francisco
St Helena + + + + + + + + + +
Density bonuses
(anywhere) for
+ + X
higher level of
Sunnyvale green buildings
Sutter Creek i+ i+ + + + + +
Taft +
Tehama County + + +
General plan
policies employed
+ + + + for mixed-use
development; FAR
Temple City Bonus
Thousand Oaks + +
General Plan
+ + + + + +
Torrance policies
Truckee + + + + + + + + + +
Tuolumne +
County
Turlock + + + + + + + + + + + + +
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Density Bonuses

Reduced Parking

Requirements

Specific Plan

Expedited Permit

Processing

Financial Incentives

o = = = =
v (7] w w wv
2 3 2 3 2 8 2 3§ 2 5
2 o 2 | o =) o =) o 2 o
-] o ° o -] o o o -] o
Jurisdiction s T £ s T s T £ s T s T
Ukiah + + + + + +
Union City + + + + + + + +
Vacaville
Ventura County + + +
Victorville +
Villa Park +
General Plan
policies employed
for infill, mixed-
+ + .
use and higher
density
Visalia development
General Plan
policies employed
+ + + + + + + for infill, TOD, and
mixed-use
Vista development
Walnut Creek + + + + + + + +
Adopted a Mixed
West Covina Use Overlay Zone
West Hollywood + + + +
Westlake Village +
Wheatland General Plan
General Plan
policies employed
+ + for infill, TOD, and
mixed-use
Wildomar development
General Plan
policies employed
+ for infill and
higher-density
Woodlake development
Yountville +
Yuba County + + + + + + + +
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Q2. How serious have the following barriers been to your jurisdiction’s efforts to implement infill development?

Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site
Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

] g ] g ] 3 — 3 1 3 ] 3 — 3
< 9 < 9 < | 9o < 9 < 9o < | o < 9
3 2 % 3 2 %3 2 % 3 2 % 3 2 %3 2 %3 2
0w |2 g v |2 S ® o |2 8 w 9 S ® »w 9 8 v |9 S 8 w 9 S ®
5 || 2|28 E 2 = 3 B =5 = 2 2 38 B 2 2 |& 2 =2 3 B 2 =
33338 3% 3538 33538 35% 3538333387335 353873335368
e £ = - e £ = < - - £ = o e £ = [ o e £ - - e £ o= Fal ™ £ o= S =

Jurisdiction 2§ 212 8 & 8 2 218 & 22 8822288 2 21818 22 2 8 & 2 2

Agoura Hills + + + + + + +

éi?:gja + + + + + + +

Alhambra i i i + + i +

Alpine County + + + + + + +

Alturas + + + + + + +

é?:;g?n + + + + + + +

Anaheim + + + + + + +

Anderson + + + + + + +

Angels Camp + + + + + + +

Antioch + + + + + + +

Apple Valley + + + + + + +

Arcadia + + + + + + +

Artesia + + + + + + +

Atascadero + + + + + + +

Auburn + + + + + + +

Avalon + + + + + + +

Avenal + + + + + + +

Azusa + + + + + + +

Bakersfield + + + + + + +

Baldwin Park + + + + + + +

Banning + + + + + + +

Beaumont + + + + + + +

Bellflower + + + + + + +

Belmont + + + + + + +

Benicia + + + + + + +

Berkeley + + + + + + +

ws + + + + + + +
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w
2 2 2 g < 8 2 < 3
o E o E 5 = 5 2 % % B 5 2 % % =
e g e 2 g % g % 8| g & § e g |2 |% 2 g
2 £ 5 8 2 == 2 = 2 5 8 £ = 8 2 & £ = =
g 3 2 | g 3 g o 2 |9 o H s g 3 o H 2 g 3 e o
- U e b e e S TN B2 EeEE
Jurisdiction |2 § 212 3 S 2 3 & 2 3 2 2 3 2 3 2 2 3 S 2
Brawley + + + + + + +
+ + + - P " . Reces§ion has been
Brea a barrier
Brentwood + + + + + + ¥
Buellton + + + + + +
Buena Park + + + + + +
Burbank + + + ) +
Butte County + + + ¥ " . +
Calabasas + + + + ¥ o o
Calaveras
County * + + + + + +
California City + + + + + + +
Calistoga + + + + + ¥ +
Dissolution of
* W w + + + + | Redevelopment
Camarillo Agencies
Campbell + + + + + + ¥
Carlsbad + + + + + ¥ +
Carpinteria + + + + + . .
Cathedral City | + + + + + + +
Ceres + + + + ¥ ¥ +
Chowchilla + + + + + + +
Citrus Heights + + + + + ¥ "
Claremont + + + + + + | +
Coachella + + + + + ¥ "
Colma + + + + ¥ I ~
Colton + + + + ¥ + .
Commerce o + + + i ¥ +
Contra Costa
County * + + + + + +
Corning + + + + ¥ ¥
Corona + + + + + +
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w w
2 T 3 E < 2 < < <
3 2 %3 2 % 3 2 5 3 2 5 3 2 5 % 2 % 3 2
2 (o] (%] 2 '3 (o] (%] ‘V} (1] (%] ‘V} (1] (%] :’: (1] (%] :’: © w ‘V: g ©
© 2 3 & o £ g © 2 g © 2 3 © 2 3 © 2 2 ® o £
E g 5 3 g & 5 3 g 5 = g 5 3 g § 3 g 5 3 3 8
£ B z = 2 § B B N B z =
Jurisdiction b 22 8 S 2 2138 2 2 8 2 2 3 2 23 2 2 3 S 2
Coronado + + + | + + + +
Costa Mesa + + + + + + +
Cotati + + + + + + +
The new California
Building Codes
requires, certain
energy efficient
+ + + + + + + upgrades,
installation of fire
sprinklers, National
Storm Drainage
Covina Regulations, etc.
Culver City + + + + + + +
Cupertino + + + + + + + High land costs
Dana Point + + + ]+ + + +
Dinuba + + + + + + +
Dixon + + + + + + +
Dorris + + + + + + +
Downey + + + + + + +
El Cajon + + + + + + +
El Dorado
+ + + + + + +
County
Emeryville + + + + + + +
Escondido + + + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + +
Exeter + + + + + +
Fontana + + + + + + +
Foster City + + + + W+ W+ +
Fountain
Valley + + + + + + .
Fowler + + + + + + +
Fremont + + + + + + +
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Jurisdiction
Fullerton

Public Oppostion

Not Applicable

Infrastructure

constraints

Very Serious

Not Applicable

Lack of Funding

Not Applicable

Lack of Interest in

Infill Development

Somewhat Seri

Not Applicable

Not Serious At All

Regulatory
Constraints

Not Applicable

Lot/Size Issues

Not Applicable

Hazardous Materials

or Other Site
Contamination

Somewhat Seri

Very Serious

Not Applicable

Galt

M Somewhat Serious

I Somewhat Serious

Garden Grove

PRI Not Serious At All

Gardena

+

Gilroy

Glendale

Glendora

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

+ + + o+

Hawaiian
Gardens

+

Hawthorne

s

Hayward

Hermosa
Beach

The city is
essentially built out.
Parking and height
restrictions often
limit higher density
development.

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington
Beach

Imperial
County

Inglewood

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site
Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w
2 2 8 8 < 3 8 < 3
5 2 5 2 5 2 3 2 % 3 2 5 2 % 3 2
2 © 2 S ® 0 ] 0 8 w 9 «© 2 g v 9 S ®
& e & e 5 = 5 S = & 2 2% o (S
E 8 E g 2 E g8 E g 5 3 g5 E g 3 3 3 8
£ = E z 3 £ = £ B = £ B z =
Jurisdiction & 2 & 2 2 & 2 & 2 2 3 2 3 2 2 3 2 2
La anada o+ + + + . + La.nd Cost is too
Flintridge High
Dissolution of
+ + + + + + + Redevelopment
La Mesa (AB1x 26, AB 1484)
La Palma + + + + + + +
La Quinta + + + + + + +
Il:l?g:gla + + + + + + +
Lake County + + + + + + +
Lake Forest i + i + i + i
Lancaster + + + + + + +
Larkspur + + + + + + +
Lawndale + + + + + + +
Lemoore + + + + + + +
Lincoln + + + + + + +
Lindsay + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + + + +
Los Alamitos + + + + + + +
Los Altos + + +]+ + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + + + + +
Los Gatos + + + + + + +
Environmentally
+ + + + + + + Sensitive Habitat
Malibu Areas
Marin Couny
McFarland + + + + + + +
g/lg::t(;cmo + + + + + + +
Mendota + + + + + + +
Menifee + + + + + + +
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w w
2 2 E < 3 <
@ = @ = & | & = & & = @ = @ = & & =
2 Q 2 S ® o |2 8 v 9 «© 2 ] 2 g v 9 S ®
B & & 8 £ 32 ® S G & © £ © 2 3 ® o =
3 g E 3 2 5 % g 5 % g R g E g 5 3 2
: S0 S0 e T2 N =R N e o N
Jurisdiction & 2 & S 2 2 3 2 2 8 2 a & 2 a 2 2 3 S 2
Menlo Park + + + + - . "
Merced i + + = il
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + i i
Monrovia + + + + + + +
Montclair + i + + + = i
Monte Sereno + + + + + + +
Moorpark + + + + + ¥ ¥
Moraga + + + + + + +
Moreno Valley | + i + + + il i
Morgan Hill + + + + + " .
Morro Bay + + + + i i i
Murrieta + + + + + +
floodplain
+ + + + + + + regulations;
Napa CalTrans
Napa County + + + + + + +
Needles + i + + + = il
Nevada City + + + + + + +
Nevada " " " + + + +
County
|| + JNRE + + +
Norco + i + + + = i
Norwalk + + + + + + +
high rate of
foreclosures, airport
+ + + + + + + .
noise and safety
Ontario impacts
Oroville + + + + + + + N/a
Oxnard + + + + + ¥ o
Palm Springs + + + + + + i
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w
2 2 2 8 < 3 8 < 3
5 2 5 2 5 2 5 2 %3 2 g 2 %23 2
2 © 2 S ® 0 ] 0 8 w 9 «© 2 g v 9 S ®
© = © o 2 © = © 2 3 ® = © 2 3 ® o =
E g E g 8§ 5| g E g 5 g ERR g 5 g 8
: = 2N IEN =N (20 2 % & | =Sl - R
Jurisdiction & 2 & 2 2 2.8 2 & 2 2 3 2 & & 2 2 8 2 2
Palo Alto + + + + + + .
Palos Verdes
Estates + + + + + + +
Paso Robles i + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + ¥ " .
+ + + o " " + Loss of
Petaluma Redevelopment
We have only 1 site
+ + + + + + + (project approved,
Piedmont not built)
Pismo Beach i + + + + + +
Placer County + + + + + + +
Pleasanton
Plumas
+ + + + + + +
County
LA Regional
Pon + EE + + + + + stormwater
Hueneme requirements
Portola + + + + + + +
\F}:pdcehso Palos EE EE + + + + +
Rancho Santa . . . . . . N
Margarita
Red Bluff + + + + + + +
_ + + + + + + . CEQA I|t|gat|o.n has
Redwood City been very serious
Reedley + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + W+ W+ +
Rio Vista + + + +
Riverbank + + + + T R
Riverside + + + + + +
Rocklin + + + + ¥ ¥
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site
Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w
3 3 2 8 T 3 2 < 3
@ = @ = @ = @ = & 3 = @ 2 & 3 =
e g e 2 g % g % 8| g & § e g |2 |% 2 g
: £ : 2 2 bt £ z 2 8 B 5 & & 5 & 2 2 3
z g 8 3 % 2 H 2 H g 3 3 g 3 3 g 3 3 3 2
£ S E = © = £ ) £ o = £ s e | E = EoNie > -

Jurisdiction & 2 18 S 2 5 2 5 2 2 & 2 28 2 2 8 2 2

Rohnert Park + + + + + | + .

Roseville + + + + i i *

Sacramento + + + + + + +

San

Bernardino * * * * * * *

San

Bernardino + + + + + + "

County

San Carlos + + + + + i i

San Diego + + + + + + +

San Fernando + + + + + + il

gzrdrI:tLancnsco + + + + . ¥ ¥

San Gabriel + i + + + = il

San Jacinto + + + + + + +

San dooq : : : : : : +

San Juan

Bautista * * * * * * *

Son : : RE : + +

San Pablo + + + + + + +

San Rafael + + + + + i il

San Ramon + + + + + + +

Sand City + + + + + s i

Santa Ana + + + + + + +

Barbara : ' - ' ' * !

Santa

Barbara + + + + + ¥ +

County

Santa Cruz + + + + + 4 =

Santa Rosa + + + + + + +
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w
=3 =3 = =
.2 .2 2 2 < 9o L < 9
@ 2 @ 2 @ 2 @ 2 & & 2 @ 2 & O =
“ | 2 2 5 7 Kl 7 T 2 2 K 2 T 2 2 2 5
jc 2 jc g =2 5 2 5 2 3 & 2 jc = 3 & o 2
S — — S
z s S g g s s s g 5 = s S S 5 = g g
Q < Q s < (] < Q < (7 7] < 7] < w <
o E 5 E § 3 £ 5 £ 5 5 & 3 E 5 5 § 3
Jurisdiction 3 2 3 S 2 3 2 3 2 2z & 2 3 2 =z 8 S 2
Santee + + + + + + +
Saratoga + + + ]+ + + +
Sebastopol + + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + + + ¥
Simi Valley + + + + + + +
Public opposition is
depend on each
individual project.
+ | + + + | + + + L
Also, there is little
vacant land
Solana Beach available.
Solvang + + + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + + + +
gg[}?}ga + + + + + + +
Sonora + + + + + + +
Sieuli + + + + + + +
Pasadena
South San
. + + + + + + +
Francisco
St Helena + + + + + + +
Sunnyvale + + + + + + +
Sutter Creek 4 4 4 + + + +
Taft + + + + + + +
Tehama + + + + + + +
Tehama
County + + + + + + +
Temple City + + + | + + ¥ +
-gr:')(gsand + + + + + + +
+ " + + . . + Lack of property
Tiburon owner interest
Torrance + + + + ]+ + +
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Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

w w w
= =] ] =] ] — =] 1 1 i
< 0o < 0o < < 09 < < <
= 5 9 | |5 9 |le |5 2 = 5 2 = 5 R 9 |le |5 @
ﬁ 0 e v ol a |9 = wa = a 9 2[5 v | ® w 9 o |
=3 = o =3 = = o 3 = o 3 = o 3 o= = o 3 o= o 3 = 3 8
o © = o © Qo = R = ] = © o |2 © =2 © o L
= K= [ = K= a [ = K= o = = o = K= a Q. = K= o = K= a o
[} H Qo [} H »\ o [} 3 Qo ] H Qo [ H \ Qo [ H o Q H @\ (-3
(7 ] < nw o s < v | o < w o < (7} 7] < (7} 7] < w <
g E 5|8 E £ 8 8 & g 8 E g 5 E § 8 8 & 8 8 E 5 8
Jurisdiction |2 | 2 218 S z 218 2 =z & 2 2z & S 2z 2138 2 =z 8 S 2
Truckee + + + + + + +
air district
+ + + + + + + regulations, fish and
Tulare game fees
Tuolumne
+ + + + + + +
County
Turlock + + + + + + +
Ukiah + + + + + + +
loss of
redevelopment has
significantly
+ + + + + + + hampered the City's
ability to develop
TOD and improve
Union City transit connections
Vacaville + + + + + + +
Countywide policies
encourage all urban
development to
occur within city
boundaries. Thus,
+ + + + + + + X
unincorporated
areas have limited
infrastructure to
Ventura support urban type
County development.
Vernon + + + + + + +
Victorville + + + + + + +
Villa Park + + + + + + +
Visalia + + + + + + +
Vista + + + + + + +
Walnut Creek | + + + + + + +
Weed + + + + + + +

70



Hazardous Materials
Infrastructure Lack of Interest in Regulatory or Other Site

Public Oppostion constraints Lack of Funding Infill Development Constraints Lot/Size Issues Contamination

= 2 = 3 = = 3 = = =
< 0o < 0o < < 0o < < <
3§ 2% 3 2 %3 2 % 3 2 % 3 2 % 3 2 % 3 £
b3 ) A w 2 3 o 3 o A w 2 A o A w 2
s = S |38 = 3 & 38 |= S 38 = S 38 = 3 S 35 = S 5 = 3 8
2 = 5|8 | = = 3 2° |= 5 98 = 5 Q8 = T 3 8 = 5 8 = = 3
g 3 2 g 3 $ & o |3 2 g 3 2 g 3 S 2 o |3 2 g 3 g o
nw o < nw o s < 3 [ < (7] [ < (7] 7] < (7] 7] < (7] 7] <
= £ = = £ F w» | E = w» £ = = £ Fal™ = £ - » £ s
isdicti © o © |0 &5 g © o5& © ©° &5 © ©° ¢ g © ©° &5 © o & g O
Jurisdiction 2 «n 212  wn > 2 2 la 2 2 wn 2 2 n > 2 2 a 2 2 v > 2
West Covina + + + + + + +
West + + + + + + +
Hollywood
Westlake + + + + + + +
Village
Wheatland + + + + + + +
Wildomar + + + + + + +
Willows + + + + + + +
Woodlake + + + + + + +
community's desire
to maintain low
+ + + + + + + S
density, "rural
Yorba Linda atmosphere"
Yountville + + + + + + +
Yreka + + + + + + +
Yuba County + + + + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + | + + + +
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Q3. Has your jurisdiction adopted park and open space standards that include any of the following?

Guidelines for
Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or

Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Gardens Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

s s S s S s s
- - - - - - -
0 0 kS 0 0 Q Q
gz 2 gz 2 Z 3 Z = g2 2|32 2|32
s 2 s 2 s £ s £ s 2 s 2 s 2
g 3 g 3 g% g% sha g3 SNbG
Jurisdiction s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 £ & 2 £ 2 £ &
Agoura Hills + + + + + + +
Alameda County + + + + + + +
Alhambra + + + + + + +
Alpine County + + + + + + +
Alturas + + + + + +
American Canyon + + + + + + +
Anaheim + + + + + +
Anderson + + + + + + +
Angels Camp + + + + +
Antioch + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + + + +
Arcadia + + + + + +
Artesia + + + + + + +
Atascadero + + + + + +
Auburn + + + + + +
Avalon + + + + + +
Avenal + + + + + + +
Azusa + + + + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + + +
Baldwin Park + + + + + + +
. " " + + + + + Fees for open space and park
Banning development
Beaumont + + + + + + +
Bellflower + + + + + +
Belmont + + + + + + +
Benicia + + + + + + +
Berkeley + + + + + + +
ws + + + + + + +
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

8 8 8 s s s

e 2 e 2 2 2 2 2 e 3 2 3 2 3

£ £ £ £ £ £ s £y,

£ £ 5= 2 2 5= < £ 2 ¢

- - - - - - -
Jurisdiction s & s & 2 s | & |8 s 8 £ & £ & 8
Brawley + + + + + + +
Brea + + + + a + +
Brentwood + + + + + + +
Buellton + + + & n Py
Buena Park + + + + + ¥
Burbank + + + + + + + Parking Lot Landscaping Standards
Butte County + + + + + ¥ .
Calabasas + + + + +
Calaveras County + + + + + + +
California City + + + + + + +
Calistoga + + + + + + +
Camarillo + + + @ ¥ o
Campbell + + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + + + +
Carpinteria + + + + + + +
Cathedral City + + + "
Ceres + + + + + + +
Chowchilla + + + + + + +
Citrus Heights + + + + + + +
Claremont + + + + +
Coachella + + + + + + +
Colma + + + + + +
Colton + + + + + +
Commerce + + + + 4 +
Contra Costa County + + + + + + +
Corning + + + + 4 + +
Corona + + + + + + +
Coronado + + + ¥
Costa Mesa + + + + + +
Cotati + + + + 4 +
Covina + + + + + + ¥
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards
8 8 8 s s s
- - - - - -
4= 4= &= &= = =
g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2
g s £:2 i = : s : s :1
s 2 s 2 e = £ s £ s 2 s 2 s 2 ]
g 7 g = %3 g 7 s 3 g 3 g ;=
S 8 S 8 s 8 8 S| g 8 8 S 8 S 8 =
Jurisdiction £ & 2 £ 2 8 = 2 s g E - = < 2 &
Culver City + + + + + + +
Cupertino + + + + + + +
Dana Point + + + + + + +
Dinuba + + + + +
Dixon + + + + +
Dorris + + + + + + +
Downey + + + + + + +
El Cajon + + + + + + +
El Dorado County + + + + + + +
Emeryville + + + + + +
Escondido + + + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + + +
Exeter + + + + + + +
Fontana + + + + + + +
Foster City + + + |+ + +
Fountain Valley + + + + + + +
Fowler + + + + + + +
Fremont + + + + + +
Fullerton + + + + + + +
Galt + + + + +
Garden Grove + + + + + + +
Gardena + + + + + + +
Gilroy + + + + + + +
Adopted public and private open
+ + + + + + + space standards for new
Glendale development
Glendora + + + + + + +
Glenn County + + + + + +
Gonzales i i i i i i
Grass Valley + + + + + + +
Grover Beach + + + + + +
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards
s s s s 5 5

2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 2

£ £ £ £ £ £ s £y,

s £ s £ £ £ £ £ s £ s £ s £ ]

g g 3 g 3 : 3 s 3 g 3 gy =

g ¢ g ¢ S e S e $ ¢ g ¢ g ¢ e
Jurisdiction s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 £ & 2 £ & 2 £ & 8
Hawaiian Gardens + + + + + + +
Hawthorne + + + + + + +
Hayward + + + + + + +
Hermosa Beach + + + + + + +
Hillsborough + + + + + +
Hughson + + + + + +
Huntington Beach + + + + + + +
Imperial County + + + + +
Inglewood + + + + + + +
Inyo County + + + + +
lone + + + + + + +
Irwindale + + + + + + +
Jackson + + + + + + +
La Canada Flintridge | + + + + + +
La Mesa + + + + + + +
La Palma + + + + + + +
La Quinta + + + + + + +
Laguna Niguel + + + + + + +
Lake County + + + + + + +
Lake Forest + + + + + + +
Lancaster + + + + + +
Larkspur + + + + + +
Lawndale + + + + + +
Lemoore + + + + + +
Lincoln + + + + + + +
Lindsay + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + + +
Los Alamitos + + + + + + +
Los Altos + + + + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + + + + +
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Gardens Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

s s s s s s 5
=] =] = =] =] =
0 0 k] 0 L L
2 32 2 32 2 2 2 2 2 32 2 2 2 2
£ £ £ £ £ £ s s
g £ L g% g% 55 L £ 2 ¢
5 8 5 8 5 8 5 8 5 8 5 8 5 8 =
(&) = (&) = (&) - (&) - o - o - (&) - <
Jurisdiction s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 s & 2 £ & £ & 2 £ & 8
Los Gatos + + + + + + +
Malibu + + + + + + +
Marin County + + + + + + +
McFarland + + + + + + +
Mendocino County + + + + + + +
Mendota + + + + + + +
Menifee + + + + + + +
Menlo Park + + + + + +
Merced + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + + +
Monrovia + + + + + + +
Montclair + + + + + + +
Monte Sereno + + + + + + +
Moorpark + + + + + + +
Moraga + + + + + + +
Moreno Valley + + + + i +
Morgan Hill + + + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + + + +
Murrieta + + + + + + +
Napa + + + + + + +
Napa County + + + + + + + drive time to public open space
Needles + + + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + + + +
Nevada County + + + + + + +
Newport Beach + + + + + +
Norco + + + + + + +
Norwalk + + + + + + +
Oakley
Ontario + + + + + + +
Oroville + + + + + + + n/a
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Gardens Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

s s S 5 S s 5
=] =] = =] =] =
0 0 kS 0 Q Q
e 2 e 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
g5 g5 s s s £ s -
£ £ L g% g% 55 L £ 2 ¢
- - - - - - -
Jurisdiction s & 2 £ & £ & £ & £ < FE FE 8
Oxnard + + + + + + +
Palm Springs + + + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + + + + +
Palos Verdes
Estates + + + + + + +
Paso Robles + + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + +
Piedmont + + + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + + + + +
Placer County + + + + + + +
Plumas County + + + + + +
Port Hueneme + + + + + + +
Portola + + + + +
Rancho Palos
Verdes + + + + + + +
Rancho Santa
Margarita * * * * * * *
Red Bluff + + + +
Redwood City + + + + + + +
Reedley + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + + + + + update Master Plan
Riverbank + + + + + + +
Riverside + + + + + + +
Rocklin + + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + +
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + + + +
San Benito County
San Bernardino + + + + + + +
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Gardens Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

c

In Certain Areas
Across the Jurisdiction
In Certain Areas
Across the Jurisdiction
In Certain Areas
Across the Jurisdiction
In Certain Areas
Across the Juris

In Certain Areas
Across the Jurisdiction
In Certain Areas

In Certain Areas
Across the Jurisdiction
Don't Know

Jurisdiction

San Bernardino
County

San Carlos + + + + +

FI Across the Jurisdiction

+
+

Design Guidelines for Park
San Diego Development

San Fernando + + + + + + +
San Francisco
County

San Gabriel + + + + + + +
San Jacinto + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + + + + +
San Juan Bautista + + +
San Luis Obispo + +
San Pablo + +
San Rafael + +
San Ramon + +
Sand City + + + + + + +
Santa Ana + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara
County

Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Santee
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County

+
-
"
"
o
"
o

environmental sustainability

4L
Es
Es

+ + 4+
+ + 4+ ++
+ + 4+ +

+
+
+
+
+

s
s
s
oy
oy
an
an

+ [+ [+ |+
+
+

+
+
+

+ |+ |+ |+
+

+ |+ + o+ +

+ + |+ +
+
+ + |+ |+
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Gardens Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards
8 8 s s s s S
=] =] = =] =] =
= = o= = = =
g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 g 2
g s g s s g5 :s I :1
s £ s £ £ £ £ £ s £ s £ s £ ]
£ @ £ @ £ 3 £ 3 £ 3 £ @ £ @ =
g ¢ 3§ ¢ 3§ ¢ 3§ ¢ g ¢ 3 ¢ 3 ¢ T
Jurisdiction £ < 3 £ < R R 2 £ < £ <& £ <& § 8
Sonora + + + + + + +
South Pasadena + + + + + + +
South San Francisco + + + + + + +
St Helena + + + + + + +
Sunnyvale + + + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + + |+ + +
Taft + + + + + + +
Tehama + + + + + + +
Tehama County + + + + + + +
Temple City + + + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + + + + + +
Tiburon + + + + + +
Torrance i i + + + i i
Truckee + + + + + + +
Tulare + + + + + +
Tuolumne County + + + + + + +
Turlock i + + + i i
Ukiah + + + + + + +
Union City + + + + + +
Vacaville + + + + + +
Ventura County + + + 4 + i i
Vernon + + + + + + +
Victorville + + + + + + +
Villa Park + + + + + + +
Visalia + + + + + + +
Vista + + + + + +
Walnut Creek + i + i i
Weed + + + +
West Covina + + + +
West Hollywood + + + + + + +
Westlake Village + + + + + + +
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Guidelines for

Guidelines for Development of Goal for Park or Tree Canopy or
Development of Community Proximity to Standards for New Open Space Area Tree Planting
Pocket Parks Acreage Standards Residential Areas Development Per Resident Standards

c c c c c c
(=] (=] (=] (=] o o
=] =] =] =] = =
kY] kY] L L L L
& 2 & 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 & 2 & 2
gz 2 gz 2 Z 3 2= g2 2|32 2|32 -
(] (] Q Q ()] (-} (-}
£ = £ = £ = £ = £ < £ < £ < 2
g 3 g 3 s |5 s |5 g 0 g3 SNbG o
o o = = < < <
g ¢ g ¢ g ¢ g ¢ g 8 g 8 g 8 T
cedint: Q Q Q Q Q Q Q [=]
Jurisdiction £ <« Slla £ |l < £ |l < £ <« £ <« £ <« (=]
Wheatland + + + + + + +
Wildomar + + + + + + +
Willows + + + + + + +
Woodlake + + + + + +
Yorba Linda + + + + + + +
Yountville + + + + + + +
Yreka + + + + + + +
Yuba County + + + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + + + " +
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Q4. Has your jurisdiction adopted an Urban Forestry Management Plan?
Q4a. If yes, what year was that Urban Forestry Management Plan last updated/adopted?

Qa4b. If yes, is the Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in any of the following?

Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in...

Don't Know

Year of Last Update
General Plan
Specific Plan
Climate Action Plan
Tree Ordinance

Jurisdiction
Agoura Hills

Alameda County

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

P AR AL AR A AR AR A RS No

Avenal

Azusa +

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

+ o+ + o+ +

Bellflower

Belmont +

Benicia

Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood

Buellton

+ o+ |+

Buena Park

Burbank + 2008

+

Butte County
Calabasas + 2008 | + +

Calaveras County

California City

Calistoga

+ ++ o+

Camarillo

Campbell +

Carlsbad + T

+

Carpinteria

Cathedral City +

Ceres +

Chowchilla +
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Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in...

Don't Know

Jurisdiction

Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella

Colma

Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County
Corning

Corona +
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati
Covina
Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba
Dixon
Dorris
Downey

El Cajon + 1997 | + Municipal Code
El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton +
Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena
Gilroy
Glendale + + + + | Community Plans
Glendora +
Glenn County
Gonzales

Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach + 2001 +
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County
lone

Year of Last Update
Climate Action Plan
Tree Ordinance

General Plan
Specific Plan

+ o+ + + 4+ + + o+ + + ]+ N

e R o S S R R T + |+ + + o+ +

++ [+ +




Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in...

Jurisdiction
Irwindale
Jackson
La Canada Flintridge + 2001 | + + +
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc + 1991 +
Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendocino County
Mendota

Menifee +
Menlo Park +
Merced +
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach + 2000 + | Council Manual Policy
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario +

Don't Know

Year of Last Update
General Plan
Specific Plan
Climate Action Plan
Tree Ordinance

B S o B e e A A + 1+ '

+ |+ o+

P e AL e AR e R e R S R T P s

+ |+

Park & Tree/Public Works
Oroville 2012 Department document




Jurisdiction
Oxnard

Don't Know

[
)
T
-
{3
=]
-
@
-
=
o
S
©
(
P

General Plan

Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in...

Specific Plan

Climate Action Plan

Tree Ordinance

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

Placer County
Plumas County

Port Hueneme
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

San Ramon

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Santee

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Solana Beach

+ |+ |+ [+ |+ + + + + |+ )

B ol S o e

[+ + + |+ |+ +

++ |+ +

++ |+ +

2007
2005

2010

2002

1996

Better Streets Plan
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Jurisdiction
Solvang

Don't Know

[}
)
T
-
{3
=]
-
w
T
-
=
(=]
-
©
(
P

General Plan

Specific Plan

Climate Action Plan

Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in...

Tree Ordinance

Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
South San Francisco
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Union City
Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
West Hollywood
Westlake Village
Wheatland
Wildomar
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County
Yucca Valley

+ 0+ + + + + + + |+ D6

+ 4+ + F+

[+ |+

+ +

+ |+ o+

2011

2000

1995

1999
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Q5. Does your jurisdiction work with school districts to ensure that school siting, capital improvement
decisions (including closures), and operational policies align with general plans, regional
transportation plans (RTPs), sustainable communities strategies, or other local plans?

Q5a. If yes, how is that coordination accomplished?

Align with general and other local plans? How is coordination accomplished?

Capital District
Improvement Operational
School Siting Decisions Policies

Integration of policy

documents

Jurisdiction
Agoura Hills
Alameda County
Alhambra +
Alpine County + +
Alturas
American Canyon + + + +
Anaheim + + ¥ +
Anderson + +
Angels Camp + +
Antioch + +
Apple Valley +
Arcadia +
Artesia i
Atascadero +
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont
Bellflower + + +
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton + + +
Buena Park + + + +
Burbank + + +
Butte County + + + +
Calabasas T + + +
Calaveras County + + ¥
California City + + + + +
Calistoga
Camarillo + + +
Campbell + + +
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla

Joint meetings of elected

&l boards

Task forces or special

committees

Don't Know
iR Joint meetings of staff

LR Yes
+ + NES
Ll Yes

public meetings

+ 4+ o+

+
+
+

+ |+ + [+ o+
+ [+ |+ |+ |+
+
+ |+ +
+
+

+ I+ +
+ 4+ |+ [+ +
+ +
+ |+ |+ + +
+
+ +
+

+
+
+
+
+

+ + ]+ + +
+
+
+ + |+ +
+



Align with general and other local plans?

How is coordination accomplished?

el
Capital District !2‘:5 - % =
Improvement Operational v 8 ° ‘S
School Siting Decisions Policies k] _g_ k] u,;,"-
) g’ﬂ o g’ﬂ [
3 3 gl = s s "
g g g § 28 § ¢
I~ I~ I~ e B¢ g °
& & & . ®BE5 o <
Jurisdiction § § E ‘;’ E é 'c_S: E § 'c_S: E
Citrus Heights + + +
Claremont + + +
Coachella + + +
Colma + +
+ + + phone and email
Colton consultation
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County + +
Corning + + +
Corona + + +
Coronado + + +
Costa Mesa + + + none submitted
Cotati + + +
Joint meetings of staff or
c + + + joint meetings of elected
ovina boards
Culver City + +
Cupertino + + +
Dana Point + + +
Dinuba + +
Dixon + + +
Small Community -
+ + + Superintendent would
discuss with City of any
Dorris plans
Downey + + +
El Cajon + + +
El Dorado County + +
Emeryville + + +
Escondido + + +
Etna
Eureka + + +
Exeter + + +
Fontana + + +
Foster City + + +
Fountain Valley + +
Fowler + + +
Fremont + + +
Fullerton + +
Galt + +
Garden Grove + + +
Gardena + +
Gilroy + + +
Glendale +
Glendora + +
Glenn County + + +
Gonzales + + +
Grass Valley W+ +
Grover Beach + + +
Hawaiian Gardens + + +
Hawthorne + +
Hayward + + +
Hermosa Beach + +




Align with general and other local plans?

How is coordination accomplished?

el
Capital District b= % -
Improvement Operational ‘3 g % =
School Siting Decisions Policies k] _g_ k] u,;,"-
] g’ﬂ o g’ﬂ [
2 2 0| =S EN Fe e
8 8 2 g el ign e
= = ¥ £ Bg Eg 8
= (= = e 225 =
(%} 7] 7] o © "
Jurisdiction g 8 g 2 & 8 e ErcHlcrch®
Hillsborough + + + + + +
Hughson + + +
Huntington Beach + + + +
Imperial County + + +
Inglewood + +
Inyo County + + + +
lone iz + +
Irwindale + + +
Jackson + + + +
La Canada Flintridge + + +
La Mesa + + + + +
La Palma + +
La Quinta + +
Laguna Niguel + + +
The local schools don't
+ + + work with County on
Lake County these matters
Lake Forest + + +
Lancaster + + +
Larkspur + + + +
Lawndale + + +
schools involved city
+ + + when considering other
Lemoore high school site
Lincoln + + + +
Lindsay + + + + +
Livermore s i + + +
Lompoc + +
Los Alamitos + + +
Los Altos + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + +
Los Gatos + + + +
Malibu + + + + +
Marin County + +
McFarland + + +
Mendocino County + + +
Mendota + + + + +
Menifee + + +
Menlo Park + + + +
Merced + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + +
Mono County + + + + +
Monrovia + + +
Montclair + + +
Monte Sereno + + +
Moorpark + +
Moraga + + +
Moreno Valley + + +
Morgan Hill + + W+ W+ W+
Morro Bay + + +
Murrieta s + + +
Napa + +
Napa County + + +
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Align with general and other local plans?

How is coordination accomplished?

el
Capital District b= % -
Improvement Operational ‘3 g % =
School Siting Decisions Policies k] _g_ k] u,;,"-
| ] g’ﬂ o g’ﬂ [
3 2 z £ 2y £ g
Jurisdiction 8 2 8 5 €8 |5 o
Needles + + +
Nevada City + + + +
Nevada County + + +
Newport Beach + + +
Norco + +
Norwalk + +
Ontario + + + + +
Oroville + + + +
Oxnard + + + +
Palm Springs + + + +
Palo Alto + + + +
The Director has open
+ + + dialogues with the school
Palos Verdes Estates officials
Paso Robles + + + +
Patterson + + + +
Petaluma + + +
Piedmont s + + +
Pismo Beach + + + +
Placer County + + + + +
Plumas County + +
Port Hueneme + + +
Communication as
Portola * * * * needed
Rancho Palos Verdes + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita + + + + +
Red Bluff + +
Redwood City + + +
Reedley + + +
Rialto + + + +
Ridgecrest s + +
Rio Vista + + +
Riverbank + + + +
Riverside + + +
Rocklin + + + +
Rohnert Park + + +
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + +
San Bernardino + + +
San Bernardino County + + + N/A
San Carlos + + + +
San Diego + + + + +
San Fernando + + + + +
San Francisco County + + +
San Gabriel + + + W+
San Jacinto + + +
San Joaquin County + + +
San Juan Bautista + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + +
San Pablo + + + +
San Rafael + +
San Ramon + +
Sand City + +
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Align with general and other local plans? How is coordination accomplished?

el
Capital District b= % -
Improvement Operational ‘3 g % =
School Siting Decisions Policies k] _g_ k] u.;,"-
— 1 & % & 5
- - S E g Eg 8
" = = = £ ¥3 £ X
Jurisdiction g 8 2 8 S 8 & =
Santa Ana + + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + +
Santa Cruz + + + + +
General plan policy calls
for assisting local school
. . . districts in developing
sites and facilities and
integrating planning
Santa Rosa efforts.
Santee + + + +
the city is built out and
+ + + doesn't anticipate any
Saratoga more new schools
Sebastopol + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + +
The school districts and
the City meet 3-4 times a
. . . . year to update, discuss,
and plan for relevant
activities within each
Solana Beach jurisdiction.
Solvang i + i
Sonoma + + +
Sonoma County + + + +
Sonora + + + +
South Pasadena i + + i i
South San Francisco + + + + +
St Helena + + +
Sunnyvale + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + +
Taft + + + +
Tehama + + No school located in City
Tehama County + + +
Temple City 4 + 4 i i +
Thousand Oaks + + + +
Tiburon + + + + +
Torrance + + +
Truckee + + + +
Tulare + + + +
Tuolumne County + + + +
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah + + +
Union City + + + +
Vacaville + + + +
Notices re applicable
+ + + + .
Ventura County projects and programs.
Vernon + + +
Victorville + + + +
Villa Park i3 i i i
Visalia + + + + + +
Vista + + + +
Walnut Creek + + +




Align with general and other local plans? How is coordination accomplished?

el
[
Capital District £ g =
Improvement Operational ) ° S
a2 .. .. = ° =
School Siting Decisions Policies s S <] o
2 3 3 £ g . 2 n
o o o @ o © g9
c (=] (= Q = (7]} = B
I~ i~ i~ £ © [ £ ]
- = - s £ - £
Jurisdiction S| 8 2 2 S £8 © S S
Weed + + +
West Covina + +
Westlake Village + + +
Wheatland + + + + + + +
Wildomar + + +
Willows + + + + +
Woodlake + + + +
Yorba Linda + + + +
Yountville + + + +
Yreka + + + +
Yuba County + + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + +

Q6. Does your jurisdiction have any of the following policies related to school siting and development?

Policies that
Policies that Policies that support prioritize school Policies that support

encourage Policies that support  schools in areas with siting in infill or rehabilitation of
neighborhood the joint use of safe pedestrian or priority development existing school
schools school facilities bicycle access areas facilities

> > > > >

2 2 L 2 L

c — c — c — c — c —

s @ 5 & E 2 5 & s &8

& 9 2 | &2 o 2 & 9 & o 2 & g

© ® o © ® o © ® © ® o © ®

fos (= - - c = - = - c = f

Q © ¥ (] © ¥ Q © [ ® ¥ Q ©

< Q - < Q - < o < o - < Q

(7] ) 3 (7] ) 3 (7] () (7} () L (7] )
o o ) S o ) S o wn o n ° S o ) °
Jurisdiction £ £ (=] £ £ (=] £ £ £ £ 2 (=] £ £ 2
Agoura Hills + + + + +
Alameda County + + + + +
Alhambra + + + + +
Alpine County + + + + +
Alturas + + + + +
American Canyon + + + + + +
Anaheim + + + + + +
Anderson + + + + +
Angels Camp + + + + +
Antioch + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + + + +
Arcadia + + + + + +

Artesia + + + + +

Atascadero + + + + +
Auburn + + + + +
Avalon + + + + +
Avenal + + + +
Azusa + + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + +
Baldwin Park + + + +
Banning + + + + +
Beaumont + + + + +

Bellflower + + + + +
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Policies that Policies that support prioritize school Policies that support

encourage Policies that support  schools in areas with siting in infill or rehabilitation of
neighborhood the joint use of safe pedestrian or priority development existing school
schools school facilities bicycle access areas facilities

§ ® 5 s 5 s 5 ¢ 5 F

=] 3 = | & 3 - g 3 = [ 3 - g 3

c e g | £ ®© g £ ®© g £ © g & ®© g

s & = | 5| 8 & s RE I & g 2 ¢ £ =

& 8 c 6 & T & 3§ T &6 3§ T & & i
Jurisdiction £ £ &l = £ &8 = £ 8 £ = 8 = £ a
Belmont + + + + ¥
Benicia + + + + ¥
Berkeley + + + + +
Biggs + + + +
Brawley + + + + -
Brea + + + +
Brentwood + + + ¥ ¥
Buellton + + + ¥
Buena Park + + + ¥ "
Burbank + + + 4 +
Butte County + + + + ¥
Calabasas + + + + + ¥
Calaveras County + + + + +
California City + + + + ¥
Calistoga + + + + +
Camarillo + + + + ¥
Campbell + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + ¥ ¥
Carpinteria + + + + +
Cathedral City + + + + + +
Ceres + + + + ¥
Chowchilla + + & + -
Citrus Heights + + + + +
Claremont + + + + +
Coachella + + + + +
Colma + + E ¥
Colton + + + + +
Commerce + + + + +
Contra Costa County + + + + + +
Corning + + + + +
Corona + + + ¥ +
Coronado + + + + + + ¥
Costa Mesa + + + + +
Cotati + + + @ ¥
Covina + + + + +
Culver City + + + + + + ¥
Cupertino + + + + +
Dana Point + + ¥ ¥
Dinuba + + + + +
Dixon + + + +
Dorris + + + + +
Downey + + + ¥ "
El Cajon + + + + ¥
El Dorado County + + + +
Emeryville + + + + +
Escondido + + & & +
Etna
Eureka + + @ o +
Exeter + + + + +
Fontana + + + + +
Foster City + + + + +
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Jurisdiction

Fountain Valley
Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County

In General Plan

Policies that

encourage
neighborhood

schools

In Separate Policy

+ + + o+ o+

Don't Know

Policies that support
the joint use of
school facilities

In General Plan

£l In Separate Policy

Don't Know

Policies that support
schools in areas with

safe pedestrian or

In General Plan

In Separate Policy

bicycle access

+ 4+ 4+

++ [+ +

% Don't Know

In General Plan

prioritize school
siting in infill or
priority development

areas

In Separate Policy

+ + |+ + G

B I I S o e o B e e

Don't Know

In General Plan

In Separate Policy

+ |+ [+ |+ [+ |+ h]

Policies that support
rehabilitation of
existing school
facilities

Don't Know

lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park

+ 4+ |+ o+ |+

B I I S B e B I o I I o e e e e L -

+ |+ |+

B B o o o I e e e I B e S o e e

++ + o+

+ o+ +
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Policies that Policies that support prioritize school Policies that support

encourage Policies that support  schools in areas with siting in infill or rehabilitation of
neighborhood the joint use of safe pedestrian or priority development existing school
schools school facilities bicycle access areas facilities

s 8 5 8 5 8 5 8 5 9

2 g 2 = g = 2= g 3 g -

E 2 ¢ =& 2 ¢ =& g ¢ & 2 T =® 2

] =2 = = 2 g 2 2 3 = 2 = 2

& 8 T 6 & T & 3§ T &6 3§ T & & i
Jurisdiction £ £ 8l £ 2 & = = 8 £ £ 2 8 £ = 8
Merced + + + ¥ +
Mission Viejo + + + Y +
Mono County + + + + +
Monrovia + + + o ¥
Montclair + + + + +
Monte Sereno + + + + +
Moorpark + + " + +
Moraga + + + + 4 4 +
Moreno Valley + + + + + + +
Morgan Hill + + + + 4
Morro Bay + + + + +
Murrieta + + + + +
Napa + + + + +
Napa County + + + + +
Needles + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + o
Nevada County + + + + +
Newport Beach + + + +
Norco + + + + +
Norwalk + + + + +
Ontario + + + + + ¥
Oroville + + + + +
Oxnard + + + + ¥
Palm Springs + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates + + + +
Paso Robles + + + ¥ +
Patterson + + + +
Petaluma + + + ¥ +
Piedmont + + + + ¥
Pismo Beach + + + + +
Placer County + + + ¥
Plumas County + + + + +
Portola + + + + +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita + + + +
Red Bluff + + + + +
Redwood City + + + +
Reedley + + + + +
Rialto + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + + +
Riverbank + + + + ¥
Riverside + + + + +
Rocklin + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + ¥
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + ¥
San Bernardino + + + +
San Bernardino County + + +
San Carlos + + + + +
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Policies that Policies that support prioritize school Policies that support

encourage Policies that support  schools in areas with siting in infill or rehabilitation of
neighborhood the joint use of safe pedestrian or priority development existing school
schools school facilities bicycle access areas facilities

£ % 3 £ % 3 § % H é § 2 § &

T 3 2l % : % § : % § iz § :

s 2 s 8 I s 8 P s 8 P s 8 =

& & = | & 3 = & 3§ T & 8 =l&l g b=
Jurisdiction £ £ 8l £ 2 8 = = 8 = £ 2 8 £ = 8
San Diego + + + + +
San Fernando + + + + +
San Francisco County + + + + + + +
San Gabriel + + + ¥ ¥
San Jacinto + + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + + +
San Juan Bautista + + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + + +
San Pablo + + + + ¥
San Rafael + + + + +
Sand City + + + o +
Santa Ana + + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + +
Santa Rosa + + + + +
Saratoga + + o ¥
Sebastopol + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + + +
Solana Beach + + + +
Solvang + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + ¥
Sonoma County + + + + ¥
Sonora + + + B ¥
South Pasadena + + + + +
South San Francisco + + + +
St Helena + + + ¥ +
Suisun City
Sunnyvale + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + + +
Taft + + + + +
Tehama + + + + +
Tehama County + + + + +
Temecula
Temple City + + + ¥ +
Thousand Oaks + + o + ¥
Tiburon + + + + +
Torrance + + + +
Truckee + + + + +
Tulare + + + + ¥
Tuolumne County + + + + ¥
Turlock + + & & +
Ukiah + + + ¥ +
Vacaville + + + + ¥
Ventura County + + + + ¥
Vernon + + £ + +
Victorville + + + + +
Villa Park + + + o ¥
Visalia + + + ¥ +
Vista + + 1 + +
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Policies that

encourage
neighborhood
schools

Policies that support
the joint use of
school facilities

Policies that
Policies that support prioritize school
schools in areas with siting in infill or rehabilitation of
safe pedestrian or priority development existing school
bicycle access areas facilities

Policies that support

> > > > >
.0 2 L k] L
s 8 s 8 s 8 s 8 s 8
o o o o o
- ] 3 — ] 3 - ] H = o 3 = ) H
© ® o © ® o © ® <] © ® o © ® <]
— - (= = - (= — - (= = - (= — - (=
9 © ¥ Q © ¥ Q © ~ Q ® ¥ Q © 4
s & = 5 & = 5 & = 5 £ = 5 & =
Q 2 Q 2 Q = (] = Q 2
o (G} (7 g (G} (7 g (G} (7 g (G} n o g (G} (7} g
Jurisdiction £ £ (=] £ £ (=] £ £ (=] £ £ 2 a £ £ (=]
Walnut Creek + + + + + +
Weed + + +
West Covina + + + + +
Wheatland + + + + +
Willows + + +
Woodlake + + + +
Yorba Linda + + + + +
Yountville + + + +
Yreka + + +
Yuba County + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + +
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Q7. Does your jurisdiction have any of the following health-related policies in place?

Jurisdiction
Agoura Hills
Alameda
County
Alhambra
Alpine County
Alturas
American
Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch
Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal
Azusa
Bakersfield

Policies that
explicitly
promote

health equity

No such policies

In General Plan
IS Contained Elsewhere

+ 4+ o+ o+ o+

Crime
Prevention
Through
Environment
al Design

o
h
[}
<
wv
:Ew
L »w C
o =
s ¥ 3
T © o
S 9
o s S
o 8 32
Ggo
£ o 2
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
4y
+
o
+
g

Joint-use of
facilities
(including
parks or
school-sites)

Create jobs
that provide
a living
wage

Smoke-free
affordable
housing

] ] ]
S S S
7} [} [}
< < <
c| 2 8 e 3 8 < 3 3
8w QO L 7 B LA ]
S R e e
T O a c O a T © o
S o S o £ o
o ¢ = o € = o £ <=
c IS o c = [} c ‘s |
o 3 3 o 3 32 o 3 32
O c (G} c (G} c
c 8 2 c 8 2 s S 2
= () 2 = Q 2 = o 2
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +

Promote
integration of
affordable
housing units
into mixed-
income
neighborhoods

o
=
]
<
c 2 8
8 w | C
[-% H—
= 2 %
T © a
S o
e |lg | S
o 8 | 2
Ugo
£ o | 2
+
+
+
+
4
+
+
+
+
+
4
+
4
+
+
+
+
+
+

o
=
Q
=
s 3
E
T ©
= T
S 9
g =
o I
° 5
£ O
+
+
+

Support
lifecycle
housing or
aging-in-

place

Ml No such policies

+

+ + +

+ + + + + +

Mitigate the
urban heat

In General Plan

island

Ml Contained Elsewhere

+

No such policies

+ +

+

+ + 4+ +

+ + 4+ o+ o+

Policies that
explicitly
reference

health
protection or
promotion

No such policies

In General Plan
I Contained Elsewhere

+

+

Zoning that
ensures
grocery

stores and/or

fruit and

vegetable
vendors are
accessible
across your
jurisdiction

Contained Elsewhere

In General Plan
Ml No such policies

+

+ +

+ o+ o+ o+

Zoning that
facilitates
opportunities
for local food
production
including
urban or
backyard
farming and
community
gardens

Contained Elsewhere

In General Plan
Ml No such policies

+ +

+ + + +

In the process of
establishing joint-
use of facilities
with School
District
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Jurisdiction

Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park

Burbank
Butte County

Calabasas
Calaveras
County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo

Policies that

In General Plan

FS Contained Elsewhere

explicitly
promote
health equity

No such policies

+

Crime

Prevention

Through

Environment

FS In General Plan

Contained Elsewhere

al Design

No such policies

Joint-use of

facilities
(including
parks or

school-sites)

+ + IXEE IR

+

+ + + + o+

Contained Elsewhere

No such policies

Smoke-free
affordable

In General Plan

housi

M Contained Elsewhere

No such policies

+ + + + + +

Create jobs
that provide

In General Plan

Contained Elsewhere

a living
wage

+ + + + + DEETEHIEES

+

+ 4+ o+ o+

+

Promote

integration of
affordable

housing units
into mixed-

LR AR In General Plan

+ o+ o+ o+ o+

income
neighborhoods

Contained Elsewhere

No such policies

In General Plan

s

Support
lifecycle
housing or
aging-in-

place

Contained Elsewhere

No such policies

+ 4+ 4+

+

Mitigate the
urban heat

In General Plan

(HE]

Contained Elsewhere

d

PRI No such policies

+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+

Zoning that
facilitates
opportunities
for local food
production
including
urban or
backyard
farming and
community
gardens

Zoning that
ensures
grocery

stores and/or
fruit and
vegetable
vendors are
accessible
across your
jurisdiction

Policies that
explicitly
reference

health
protection or
promoti

[} [} (]
2 2 o
o o o
= = K=
w (%] (%]
c 218 c 32 8| 2 38
L v o L w g L »w ©
o = o = [ =
= 2 % (= % (%5 = [¥ %
T 9 <% [ (<% [ (<%
- Qo - (V] -
2 £ |5 |2 £ G |2 = &
© © ©
§ € 2 § £ 2 8 £ @
c 8 I8 Il 28|l 8 |2
= O |2 = O 2 = O 2
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +

Smoking
ordinance;
Sustainability
Action Plan
contains some
health policies

Anti-secondhand
smoke policies &
controls
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Zoning that

Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food
Promote stores and/or production
integration of Policies that fruit and including
Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or
Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community
health equity al Design school-sites) housi wage neighborhoods place island promoti jurisdiction garde
< < I o o o o o o o <
: £ 2 2 2 £ 2 2 £ : z
v w w w w (%] w w w (%] (%]
a w = a w = a w = a w = o w = o w = a w = % w = % w = a w = a w =
T 3§ 2T g s g idcg s gse g3 &2 g & gy a gy & gy s ozog B
6 £ 2 & £ » § £ 2 § £ 2 § €2 & E 2 & E 2 & £ 2 g E 2 5 E 2§ g O
Jurisdiction £ 8 2 = 8 2 £ 8 2 /8 2 /82| =8 2= 8 2 =8 2 =82 =8 2|= 8 2
Campbell + + + + + + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + + + + + + + +
Carpinteria + + + + + + + + + + +
Cathedral City | + + + + + + + + + + +
Ceres + + + + + + + + + + +
Chowchilla + + + + + + + + + +
Citrus Heights + | + + +] + + + |+ + +
Claremont + + + + + + + + + + +
Coachella + + + + + + + + + + +
Colma + + + + + + + + + + +
Colton + + + + + + + + + + +
Commerce + + + + + + + + + + +
Contra Costa
+ + + + + + + + + + +
County
Corning + + + + + + + + + +
Corona + + + + + + + + + +
Coronado + + + + + + + + + + +
Costa Mesa + + + + + + + + + + +
Cotati + + + + + + + + + + +
We have
agricultural
+ + + + + + + + + + + X K
residential zone
Covina districts
Culver City + + + + + + + + + + +
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Zoning that

Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food
Promote stores and/or production
integration of Policies that fruit and including
Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or
Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community
health equity al Design school-sites) housing wage neighborhoods place island promotion jurisdiction gardens
L g g g g o g g o o g
2 2 £ £ £ 2 £ £ 2 £ 2
o w o w o w o w o w o w a w o w o w a w o w
Jurisdiction £ 8 £ 8 £ 8 £ /8 £ .8 £ 8 £ 8 £ S £ 8 £ 8 £ 8
Environmental
preferable
procurement
policy. Prioritize
+ + + + + + + + + + +
purchase of
locally-sourced
and organic foods
Cupertino for events.
Dana Point + + +| + + + + +
Dinuba + + + + + + + + + + +
Dixon + + + + + + + + + + +
Dorris + + + + + + + + + + +
Downey + + + + + + + + + + +
El Cajon + + + + + + + + + + +
El Dorado
County + + + + + + + + + + +
Emeryville + + + + + + + + + + +
Escondido + + + + + + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + + + + + + +
Exeter + + + + + + + + + + +
Fontana + + + + + + + + + + +
Foster City + + + + + + + + + + +
Fountain
Valley + + + + + + + + + + +
Fowler + + + + + + + + + + +
Fremont + + + + + + + + + + +
Fullerton + + + + + + + + + + +
Galt + + + + + + + + + + +
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Jurisdiction
Garden Grove
Gardena
Gilroy

Glendale
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian
Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa
Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson

Huntington
Beach
Imperial
County
Industry
Inglewood
Inyo County
lone

Policies that
explicitly
promote

health equity

Contained Elsewhere

In General Plan
PR No such policies

+ o+ o+ o+ +

+

+

Crime
Prevention
Through
Environment
al Design
(]
o
(7]
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w
s 3 8
2 2 B
z w3
c B =%
- Q
(7] c =
c ‘T g
6 £ @
c 8 2
- (&) 2
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Joint-use of

facilities

(including

parks or

school-sites)

IS In General Plan

Contained Elsewhere

No such policies

Smoke-free
affordable
housi
()
b
)
<
w
s 3 8
o
e
c O <%
- (7}
(7] c <
c ‘S g
S5 ¢
£l o 2
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Create jobs
that provide
a living
wage

Contained Elsewhere
No such policies

In General Plan

Promote
integration of
affordable
housing units
into mixed-
income
neighborhoods
[}

2
o
=
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T 9 (=%
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(7] c =
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g5 ¢
£ O 2
+
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+
+
+
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+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Support
lifecycle
housing or
aging-in-
place
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=
w
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+
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+
+
+
+

Mitigate the
urban heat
island
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+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Policies that
explicitly
reference
health
protection or

promoti
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2
o
=
w
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c 'S g
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c 8 32
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+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

In General Plan

Zoning that
ensures

grocery
stores and/or
fruit and

vegetable
vendors are

accessible

across your
jurisdiction

Contained Elsewhere
P No such policies

+ o+ o+ o+ +

+

Zoning that
facilitates
opportunities
for local food

production
including
urban or
backyard
farming and
community
garde
(]
L
o
K=
(%]
s 3 8
2 23
z ¥ '3
[ (<%
- (7}
(7] c =
c ‘T g
& 5 3
£ o 2
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

Fresh Air
Ordinance
(Smoke-free
Glendale)

Support
pedestrian and
bike trails/linkages
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Zoning that

Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food

Promote stores and/or production
integration of Policies that fruit and including
Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or
Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community
health equity al Design school-sites) housi wage neighborhoods place island promoti jurisdiction garde
L g g g g o g g o o g
v w w w w (%] w w w (%] (%]
T 3 85 g & 33 & T3 & £t 38 T3y &3 g & g & g g & gy 2 ozoy 2
6 € 2 § £ @ § g 2 g g 2 § g @2 g g 2 5 g 2 g g 2 § g 2 g g 2§ g @
Jurisdiction £ 8 2= 8 2 £ 8 2 /8 2 /82| =8 2|=8 2 =8 2 =82 =8 2|= 8 2
Irwindale + + + + + + + + + + +
Jackson + + + + + + + + + + +
LE? anada + + + + + + + + + + +
Flintridge
La Mesa + + + + + + + + + + +
La Palma + + + + + + + + + +
La Quinta + + + + + + + + + +
Laguna Niguel + + + + + + + + + + +
Lake County + + + + + + + + + + +
Lake Forest + + ]|+ + +] o+ + + + +
Lancaster + + + + + + + + + + +
Larkspur + + + + + + + + + +
Lawndale + + + + + + + + + + +
Lemoore + + + + + + + + + + +
Lincoln + + + + + + + + + + +
Lindsay + + + + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + + + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + + + + + + +
Los Alamitos + + + + + + + + + + +
Los Altos + + + + + + + + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + + + + + + + + |+
Los Angeles
Los Gatos + + + + + + + + + + +
Malibu + + + + + + + + + + +
Marin County + + + + + + + + + + +
McFarland + + + + + + + + + +
Mendota + + + + + + + + + + +
Menifee + + + + + + + + + + +
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Jurisdiction

Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta
Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada
County
Newport
Beach
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Ontario
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Oxnard
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Palo Alto
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Zoning that

Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food
Promote stores and/or production
integration of Policies that fruit and including
Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or
Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community
health equity al Design school-sites) housi wage neighborhoods place island promoti jurisdiction garde
< < I o o o o o o o <
v w w w w (%] w w w (%] (%]
a w = a w = a w = a w = o w = o w = a w = % w = % w = a w = a w =
T 3 85 g & 33 & T3 & £t 38 T3y &3 g & g & g g & gy 2 ozoy 2
6 € 2 § £ @ § g 2 g g 2 § g @2 g g 2 5 g 2 g g 2 § g 2 g g 2§ g @
Jurisdiction £ 8§ 2|/ 8§ 2 £ 8 2 = 8 2 £ 82/ =8 2/=s 8 2 £ 8 2 = 8 2 =8 2 = 8§ 2
Palos Verdes + . + . . . . . . N .
Estates
Paso Robles + + + + + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + + + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + + + + + +
Piedmont + + + + + + + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + + + + + + + +
Placer County + + + + + + + + + + +
Plumas County | + + + + + + + | + + | +
Portola + + + + + + + + + + +
Rancho Palos + + + + + + + + + + +
Verdes
Rancho Santa
! + + + + + + + + + + +
Margarita
Red Bluff + + + + + + + + + +
Redwood City + + + + + + + + + + +
Reedley + + + + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + + + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + + + + + + + + +
Riverbank + + + + + + + + + +
Interested in
creating a Healthy
+ + + + + + + + + + + L
Communities
Riverside Element
Rocklin + + + + + + + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + + + + + +
Roseville + + + + + + + + + + +
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Joint-use of
facilities
(including
parks or
school-sites)

Crime
Prevention
Through
Environment
al Design
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promote

health equity

Smoke-free
affordable
housi
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a living
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affordable
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neighborhoods
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Zoning that
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grocery
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fruit and
vegetable
vendors are
accessible
across your
jurisdiction

Zoning that
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opportunities
for local food
production
including
urban or
backyard
farming and
community

garde
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T = 28| T 8 %3 ®» &8 s/ & |/ 8| % ® & s ® &8 % 8 & ®% ©®v &8 % ©v &8 % ®m 2
- Q - Q - (7} - (7} - (7} - (V] - (7} - [T} - (V] - (V] - (7}
(7] c < [7] c = [7] c = [7] c < (7] = (7] c = [7] c < (7] c < (7] c < [7] c < (7] c <
S 8 S |5 ® 85 § ® S §$|® S S5 ®|S S ® S |§ ®8 S  § ® S § ® S § ® S|§ ® S
. © £ 2|l 8 2 0 & 2 © |/t 2 o0 |E|Z 0 E |2 © B 2 © E 2 0 E |2 © E 2| 0 E 2
Jurisdiction s 8§ 2| 8§ 2z £ 8 2 /8 2z £/81z/ =& 8|2z = 8§ 2z £ 8 2 £ 8l2 £ 8 z|= 8§ 2
Sacramento + + + + + + + + + + +
San
. + + + + + + + + + + +
Bernardino
San
Bernardino + + + + + + + + + + +
County N/A
San Carlos + + + + + + + +
San Diego + + + + + + + | + + + |+
San Fernando + + + + + + + + + +
Public Realm,
San Francisco + + + + + + + + + + + Noise policies in
County General Plan
San Gabriel + | + + +| + + + +
San Jacinto + + + + + + + + + +
San Joaquin + n " o o o + + + 4+ +
County
San Juan
) + + + + + + + + + + +
Bautista
San Luis
y + + + + + + + + + + +
Obispo
San Pablo + + + + + + + + + + +
San Rafael W A W <5 A A A 1 1 1 i
Sand City + + + + + + + + |+ + +
Santa Ana + + + + +| + n + 2 r +
Santa Barbara | + + + + |+ + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + A s N A . . . N R
County
Santa Cruz + + + + + + + +
Santa Rosa i + + i i 0 + +
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Jurisdiction

Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley

Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma
County
Sonora
South
Pasadena
South San
Francisco
St Helena
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For questions 6
and 7, we have
many of these
practices in place
and/or take these
issues into
consideration, but
we do not have
specific policies.
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Zoning that

Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food
Promote stores and/or production
integration of Policies that fruit and including
Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or
Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community
health equity al Design school-sites) housi wage neighborhoods place island promoti jurisdiction garde
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a w = a w = a w = a w = o w = o w = a w = % w = % w = a w = a w =
T ©® 28| ® 8 § ® &8 v 3 &8 v v | v ® 8| 3 & 3 8B & v v & v ® &8 ® ® 2
- Q - Q - (7} - (7} - (7} - (V] - (7} - [T} - (V] - (V] - (7}
(7] c = (7] c = (7] c = (7] c < [ c £ [ c = (7] c < Q c < Q c < (7] c = (7] c =
S 8 S |5 ® 85 § ® S §$|® S S5 ®|S $ &8 S |§ ®8 S § ® S § ® |5  § ® S § ® 5
o © £ 2|l 8 2 0 & 2 © |/t 2 o0 |E|Z 0 E |2 © B 2 © E 2 0 E |2 © E 2| 0 E 2
Jurisdiction e 8§ 2/ 8§ 2z £ 8§ 2 =£/8 2 ' 8z|l = 8lz2l= 8§ 2z =& 8§ 2 = 8§ 2 = & zl|= 8§ 2
Many of these are
being evaluated
with the Land Use
+ + + + + + + + + + +
and
Transportation
Sunnyvale element update/
Sutter Creek + + + + + + + + + + +
Taft + + + + + + + + + + +
City rehabbed old
school site, now
used as park and
+ + + + + + + + + + + | Head Start School
and for
community
Tehama meetings.
Tehama
+ + + + + + + + + + +
County
Temple City + + + + + + + + + + +
Thousand
+ + + + + + + + + + +
Oaks
Tiburon + + + + + + + + + + +
Torrance + + + + + + + + + + +
Truckee + + + + + + + + + +
Tulare + + + + + + + + + + +
Ll + + + + + + + + + + +
County
Turlock + + + + + + + + + + +
Ukiah + + + + + + + + + + +
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Zoning that
Zoning that facilitates
ensures opportunities
grocery for local food
Promote stores and/or production

integration of Policies that fruit and including

Crime Joint-use of affordable Support explicitly vegetable urban or

Policies that Prevention facilities Create jobs housing units lifecycle reference vendors are backyard
explicitly Through (including Smoke-free that provide into mixed- housing or Mitigate the health accessible farming and
promote Environment parks or affordable a living income aging-in- urban heat protection or across your community

health equity al Design school-sites) housing wage neighborhoods place island promotion jurisdiction gardens
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S ® S S ® S S ® S ® S | ® S ®© S |§ ® S ® 3 S ® 3 S ® S S ® S
i S 3 5 8 E 58 E 3 e iz 8: 888
Jurisdiction £ o 2 | o 2 £ O £ 0 £ /o £ olz |l O £ o 2 £ o 2 £ o z2|l£ o 2
Vacaville + + + + + + + + + + +
Ventura
+ + + + + + + + + + +
County
Vernon + + + + + + + + + + +
Victorville + + + + |+ + + + + +
Villa Park + + + + | + + |+ + + + +
Visalia + + + + + + + + + +
Vista + + + + + + + | + + + +
Walnut Creek + | + + +] + + + + "
Weed + + + + + + + + + + +
West Covina + + + + + + + + + + +
Wheatland + + + + | + + + + |+ + +
Willows + + + + +| + + + + + +
Woodlake + + + + + + + + + + +
Yorba Linda + + | + + + + + + + + +
Yountville + + + + +] + + + + ¥ +
Yreka + + + + + + + + + + +
Yuba County + + + + |+ + + + |+ + +
Yucca Valley + + + + + ] + + + |+ + +
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Q8. Does your jurisdiction undertake joint planning efforts in any of the following contexts?

Integrated
Regional Water

Watershed

Infrastructure

Climate Action

f=
19
=]
©
=
£
o
Q
7]
f=
©
S
-

planning restoration Management

planning

Planning

Land use planning

planning

Sujuue|d juiof oN

sapuase |esapay/a1e1s YuMm
salpuasde jeuoiSas yum
S]USWIUIBA0D [eqL] YHUM
Sujuue|d juiof oN

sapuase |esapay/a1e1s YuMm
sajpuasde jeuoiSas Yyum
S]USWIUIBA0D [eqL] YHM

Sujuue|d juiof oN

sapuase |esapay/a1e1s Yum

salpuasde jeuoiSas yum
SIU3WUIBA0YD |eqli} YUM

Sujuue|d juiof oN

sapuase |esapay/a1e1s YuMm

salpuade jeuoiSas yum
SIU3WUIBA0YD |eqli} YUM

Sujuue|d juiof oN

sapuase |esapay/a1e1s Yum

salpuasde jeuoiSas yum
SJUBWUIBA0D |eqli) YUM
Sujuue|d juiof oN

sajpuade |esapay/aieis yum
sapuade jeuoiSas yum
SJUBWUIBA0D |eqli) YUM
Suiuue|d juiof oN

sajpuade |esapay/aielis yum
sapuade jeuoiSas yum

SIUBWIUIBA0Y |BqLI YUM

Jurisdiction

[
i
©
Ic
wv
g
o
(&)
T
(%]
>
+ + |+ + + +
+ o+ + +
+ 4+ + |+ + + 4+ + + |+ + 4+ |+ |+
+ + + + + + + + +
+ + + +
+ 4+ + + + + + | + + 4+ + + + |+ +
+ |+ +
+ +
+ ++ o+ + + + +| + +
+ 4+ + 4+ [+ + 4+ + o+ + + + 4+ [+ + + + )+
+ |+
+ + 4+ + +
+ ++ +  + + +
+ 4+ |+ + + + + |+ + + | + + ++ + + + |+
+ +
+ + 4+ + o+ + |+ + + +
+ | + + + |+ +
+ 4+ + + + + | + +
+
+ + 4+ + + +
+ + |+ + |+ + +
+ 4+ |+ + + + + + + + )+ + |+ + |+ |+ +
+ +
+ + | + + |+
+ +[+| + | +]|+ + |+ + + +
+ 4+ + 4+ |+ + o+ 4+ + + + 4+ + + + o+ +
+ +
>
o € g 3z o x
T © o |c c 8 = 5 2L =
I o pas (@] © ] [} (4]
g - E O = o €«
88229908552 05>2 0 ccs 2E£2g25¢
retmea.ﬂoer|Ced.lcroaarw.l © 9%
SES g ELSp2E0 0022590338 cngo £| 3|=| g2
0538 35352c8Tc o232 ggacoIxBcao=EEtT
gbollhmannnnpr.ntuvvMaaaeeee
O CCCICOCICICICICCCCCICICC OO NN MNMmMM

109



Integrated
Regional Water

Watershed

Infrastructure

Climate Action
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Climate adaptation planning
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Fowler
Fremont
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Galt
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Dorris

Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati
Covina
Cupertino
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Jurisdiction
Gardena
Gilroy

Habitat restoration project specific as

necessary for mitigation

4e

+

+

+

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales

Grass Valley
Grover Beach

Hawaiian

Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward
Hermosa
Beach

Hillsborough
Hughson

Huntington
Beach

Imperial
County

Inglewood

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada
Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
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Jurisdiction S 2 2 2|2 2 2 =2 = = 2|2 2 /32 2z = = Z2 2 2 2 z 2 2 =2 z
Laguna Niguel + + + + + + +
Lake County + + + + + + + + + + +
Lake Forest + + + + + + + + + + + +
Lancaster + + + + + |+ + +
Due to shared natural features, roadways,
and attempts to create uniform Countywide
regulations or BMP’s, most of the City’s joint
+ + + + + + + + + | planning efforts (particularly IRWM,
transportation, watershed, climate action)
move forward with neighboring municipalities,
Larkspur the County, and/or Countywide agencies.
Lawndale + + + + + + +
Lemoore + + + + + + +
Lincoln + + + + + + + +
Lindsay + + + + + + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + + + + + + +
Los Alamitos + |+ + + + + + +
Los Altos + + + + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + |+ + + |+ + +
Los Gatos + + + + + + +
Malibu + + + + + + + + + + +
Marin County + + + +
McFarland + + + + |+ + +
Mendota + + + + + + +
Menifee + + + + + + +
Menlo Park + + + + + |+ + |+ +
Merced + + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
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Mono County

Jurisdiction
Monrovia

Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill
Napa County

Needles
Palos Verdes

Palm Springs
Estates

Montclair
Morro Bay
Murrieta
Napa
Nevada City
Nevada
County
Newport
Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard
Palo Alto
Paso Robles
Patterson
Petaluma
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Jurisdiction 2= 2 2 z [=2 =z = 2 z |3 S =z = z = s =z = s =z
San Francisco + + + + + + +
County
San Gabriel + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Jacinto + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Joaquin + + + + + |+ + +
County
San Juan
: + + + + + + +
Bautista
Sa':] Luis + + |+ + + + + + + + +
Obispo
San Pablo + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Rafael + + + + + + + + +
Sand City + + + + + + +
Santa Ana + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + |+ + |+ + + + + + + + + + +
County
Santa Cruz + + + + + + -
Santa Rosa + + + + + + + | Most coordination done is with county entities
Saratoga + + + + + + +
Sebastopol + + + + + + + + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + + + + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + + + + +
We also work with neighboring jurisdictions
+ + + + + + + + .
Solana Beach on these issues.
Solvang + + + + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + + + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + + + + + + + + + |+ +
County
Sonora + + + + + + +
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Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows

Woodlake

Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County
Yucca Valley
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APPENDIX C: CLIMATE CHANGE

Q9. Please indicate whether your jurisdiction is served by a public or investor-owned utility for the
following services.

2 O ®) @
Agoura Hills + +
Alameda County +
Alhambra +
Alpine County + +
Alturas
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch
Apple Valley +
Arcadia + +
Artesia + + + +
Atascadero +
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal
Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont +
Bellflower
Belmont +
Benicia
Berkeley +
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County +
Calabasas + +
Calaveras County + +
California City +
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell +
Carlsbad + +
Carpinteria +
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla + +
Citrus Heights + +

+ [+ |+ [+ |+
+

+ + + + + o+

+ o+ + o+

+ + |+ o+

+
+

+ + + ++
+

an
an

oy

+ |+ |+ |+

+ 4|+ + |+
+

[+ [+ [+
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Water delivery Electricity

I Utility

icipa

Municipal Utility

Mun

Jurisdiction

Special District

&l Investor-owned Utility
Special District

£l Investor-owned Utility

Claremont
Coachella + +
Colma
Colton + + +
Commerce +
Contra Costa County +
Corning + +
Corona
Coronado +
Costa Mesa
Cotati +
Covina + + +
Culver City +
Cupertino +
Dana Point + +
Dinuba
Dixon
Dorris
Downey
El Cajon
El Dorado County + +
Emeryville +
Escondido + +
Eureka
Exeter
Fontana +
Foster City +
Fountain Valley
Fowler
Fremont +
Fullerton + +
Galt + +
Garden Grove
Gardena + +
Gilroy +
Glendale + +
Glenn County +
Gonzales +
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens + +
Hawthorne +
Hayward +
Hermosa Beach + +
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County + +
lone
Irwindale +
Jackson + +

+ 4+ |+ +

+ |+ [+ [+ |+
+ |+ [+ [+ + + |+ + |+ + |+

B e N e

+ 4+ [+ + [+ ]+ +

+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+

++ |+ |+ |+
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Water delivery Electricity

I Utility

icipa

Jurisdiction

Municipal Utility
Special District

Mun

&l Investor-owned Utility

La Canada Flintridge

£ Bl Special District

La Mesa
La Palma +
La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County + +
Lake Forest
Lancaster +
Larkspur
Lawndale +
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu + +
Marin County +
McFarland + +
Mendota +
Menifee +
Menlo Park + +
Merced
Mission Viejo +
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga + +
Moreno Valley + + +
Morgan Hill + +
Morro Bay + +
Murrieta + +
Napa + +
Napa County + +
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville + +
Oxnard
Palm Springs +
Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

SR Bl Investor-owned Utility

+ [+ |+ |+ + + [+ |+ |+ |+
+ [+ |+ |+
++ |+ o+
++ + + + [+ |+ |+ + o+
+
+

s

+ + 4+ |+ |+
+

|+ [+

+ + o+ +
+
+
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Water delivery Electricity

I Utility

icipa

Jurisdiction

Investor-owned Utility
Municipal Utility

Special District
Special District

+ W]

Petaluma
Piedmont +
Pismo Beach
Placer County
Plumas County +
Portola +
Rancho Palos Verdes i
Rancho Santa Margarita +
Red Bluff
Redwood City
Reedley
Rialto
Ridgecrest +
Rio Vista + +
Riverbank + +
Riverside + +
Rocklin + +
Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento
San Bernardino
San Bernardino County + +
San Carlos + +
San Diego +
San Fernando +
San Francisco County + +
San Gabriel +
San Jacinto +
San Joaquin County +
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City +
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara + + +
Santa Barbara County +
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa + +
Saratoga +
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake + +
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County +
Sonora
South Pasadena +
South San Francisco +
St Helena + +
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek + +

o
LR AR AE AR RERERE SRR Investor-owned Utility

+ + + + + + + +
+

+ |+

+ [+ [+ [+
+
+ 4+ ++ |+ [+ o+

+ |+

e o o R e S

+
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Water delivery Electricity

= Z
5 S
2 Z
= ] s} = o ks
5 3 B 5 § &
- -
2 - .8 2 2 8
o s ¢ 3 S ¢ 9
Jurisdiction = £ & = £ a
Taft + +
Tehama + *
Tehama County + +
Temple City + +
Thousand Oaks + + +
Tiburon + i
Torrance + + + +
Truckee + i
Tulare + +
Tuolumne County + +
Turlock + +
Ukiah + +
Vacaville + +
Ventura County + + + +
Vernon + + +
Victorville + + *
Villa Park + +
Visalia + +
Vista + +
Walnut Creek + +
Weed + +
West Covina + +
Wheatland + +
Willows + i3
Woodlake + +
Yorba Linda + +
Yountville + +
Yreka + +
Yuba County + + + + +
Yucca Valley + +
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Q10. Has your jurisdiction adopted, or is it in the process of adopting policies and/or programs to

reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions?

Q10a. If yes, what form do these policies take?

Q10b. If yes, do these policies address...

Jurisdiction
Agoura Hills

Adopted?

Yes, in progress

Ll Under consideration

Not at this time

Climate Action Plan

Sustainability Plan

General Plan policies

General Plan implementation measures

What form?

GHG Emission Reduction Plan

Ordinances

Do they

address...?

Community emissions
Municipal emissions

Alameda County

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

+

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

+ [+ |+ [+

Atascadero

+ |+ [+ |+ |+

+ |+ [+ |+ |+

Auburn

Avalon

+

+

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

+ + 4+ + +

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

+ + |+ |+

+ |+ |+ [+

+ |+ |+ [+

Biggs

Brawley

+

+

+

Brea

+

+

+

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

Butte County

Climate Action Plan in
process

Calabasas

Calaveras County
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Do they

Adopted? What form? address...?

mate Action Plan
Community emissions

Municipal emissions

Jurisdiction

California City
Calistoga

Camarillo i
Campbell +
Carlsbad + + + +
Carpinteria +
Cathedral City + + + +
Ceres + + +
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights + + + + + +
Claremont + + + + + +
Coachella +
Colma + + + +
Colton + + + +
Commerce i
Contra Costa County + + + +
Corning +
Corona + + + +
Coronado + Department policies +
Costa Mesa +
Cotati + + + + + + + +
Covina +
Culver City + + + ¥ ¥
Cupertino + + + +
Dana Point +
Dinuba +
Dixon +
Dorris +
Downey +
El Cajon +
El Dorado County +

GHG Emission Reduction Plan

Yes, in progress
Under consideration
Sustainability Plan

Not at this time
tll General Plan implementation measures

allRa Yes, adopted
RN General Plan policies

Resolution + +

Sustainability Element in
Emeryville General Plan
Escondido + + + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + + + +
specific plan/air quality
Exeter plan

Fontana + + +
Foster City + + + + +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler +
Fremont + + + + + +
Fullerton
Galt + + + + +
Garden Grove +
Gardena + + + + +
Gilroy +
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Do they
Adopted? What form? address...?

Municipal emissions
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progress
Under consideration

Climate Action Plan

General Plan policies

GHG Emission Reduction Plan
Community emissions

f=4
L
£ z
= 2 g
g 2 5
Jurisdiction & b4 S
Community Plans
incorporate sustainability
+ + + + policies to implement the + +
Greener Glendale Plan
Glendale (CAP and Sustainability)
Glenn County +
Gonzales + + + + +
Grass Valley +
Grover Beach + + + + +
Hawaiian Gardens i
Hawthorne + + + +
Hayward + + + + +
Hermosa Beach + + + + +
Hillsborough + + + + + +
Hughson + + + +
+ Specific Plans; +
Huntington Beach Considering CAP
Imperial County +
Energy Climate Action
+ + +
Inglewood Plan
Inyo County + + Energy Action Plan + +
lone i
Irwindale +
Jackson + + + + +
La Canada Flintridge + + + + + +
La Mesa + + + + +
La Palma +
La Quinta + + + +
Laguna Niguel +
. . Currently developing a .
Lake County Climate Action Plan
Voluntary Green Home
+ Program for residential
Lake Forest remodels
Lancaster + + +
Larkspur + + + +
Lawndale + + +
+ + plus we are just starting a
Lemoore climate action plan
Greenhouse Gas Emission
+ + Incentives for Municipal + +
Lincoln and Citywide uses.
Lindsay +
Livermore i + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + + +
Los Alamitos +
Los Altos + + + +
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Do they
Adopted? What form? address...?

General Plan implementation measures
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Jurisdiction g o 5 32 s 8 s S s
Los Altos Hills + + + + +
Los Gatos + + + +
Malibu +
Marin County + + + + +
McFarland + + + Energy Action Plan +
Mendota +
Menifee + + + + + + +
Menlo Park + + + + +
Merced + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + +
Monrovia + + + +
Montclair + + + + +
Monte Sereno + + +
Moorpark +
Moraga +
Moreno Valley + + + +
Morgan Hill + + + + +
Morro Bay + + +
Murrieta + + + + + +
Napa + + + +
Napa County +
Needles + + + +
Nevada City + + + + + + +
County Municipal Ener;
Nevada County * * Plan ! P & * *
Newport Beach + + +
Norco + + + + + + + +
Norwalk +
Ontario + + + + +
Oroville + + + + + + + +
Oxnard + + + Energy Action Plan + +
Palm Springs + + + + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates + + + +
Paso Robles + + Economic Strategy + +
Patterson +
Petaluma + + ¥ ¥ + +
Piedmont + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + +
Placer County + + + + + + + + +
Plumas County + + + +
Portola +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + + + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita +
Red Bluff +
Redwood City + + + + + +
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Adopted?

General Plan implementation measures

What form?

Do they
address...?
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Jurisdiction g 5 2 g & = S s
Reedley + + +
Rialto + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + +
Riverbank + +
Riverside + + + +
Rocklin
Rohnert Park + + + + +
Roseville + + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + + +
San Bernardino +
San Bernardino County + + + +
San Carlos + + + +
San Diego + + + + + + +
San Fernando + i +
San Francisco County + + + + + + + +
+ + . Valley Boulevard Specific + +
San Gabriel Plan
San Jacinto + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + + + +
San Juan Bautista +
San Luis Obispo + + +
San Pablo + + + + + + +
San Rafael i i i + +
Sand City + + + +
Santa Ana + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + + + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + + + +
Resolution with municipal
+ + and community reduction + +
Santa Rosa targets
Saratoga + + +
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake + + + + + + +
Energy Action Plan,
+ + + Green Community Action + +
Simi Valley Plan
We are in the process of
developing these now.
. N N Answer 10 is marked no
because we have not
developed the policies
Solana Beach yet.
Solvang +
Sonoma + + + + + +
Sonoma County + + +
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Jurisdiction
Sonora

hll Yes, adopted

Adopted?

Yes, in progress

Under consideration

Not at this time

mate Action Plan

Sustainability Plan

kll General Plan policies

General Plan implementation measures

What form?

GHG Emission Reduction Plan

Do they
address...?

Community emissions
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South Pasadena

South San Francisco

St Helena

Sunnyvale

Green Building minimum
standards (ordinances)

Sutter Creek

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

Thousand Oaks

Tiburon

Torrance

pending adoption of
Climate Action Plan also

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

+ 4+ [+ |+ |+

Ventura County

+ |+ [+ |+ [+ |+

Vernon

Victorville

Working on GHG
reduction plan

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina
Wheatland

Willows

+ + + o+

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville

Yreka

Yuba County

Resource Efficiency Plan

Yucca Valley
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Q11. Is your jurisdiction actively addressing adaptation (i.e., preparing for the impacts of climate
change)?

Q1l1a. If yes, what form do these actions take?
Actively

addresses
adaptation? What form do these actions take?

Part of regular planning efforts

c
L
o
c
2
s
©
3
a
]
°
©
]
c
S
]
T
°
c
]
S
()

Local hazard mitigation plan

Don't Know

Climate Action Plan
General Plan Policies
Local coastal plan

Jurisdiction

Agoura Hills +
Alameda County + + +
Alhambra +
Alpine County + +
Alturas +
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson + +
Angels Camp
Antioch
Apple Valley
Arcadia
Artesia + + + +
Atascadero + +
Auburn
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa + +
Bakersfield +
Baldwin Park + + +
Banning 4
Beaumont +
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley
Biggs +
Brawley + + +
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County + + +
Calabasas +
Calaveras County +
California City + +
Calistoga +
Camarillo +
Campbell + + +
Carlsbad +

+

s

+ + |+ o+

s

+ |+ |+ [+

+ 4+ [+ +
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Actively

addresses
adaptation? What form do these actions take?

Don't Know
Climate Action Plan
General Plan Policies

Jurisdiction
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma + + +
Colton +
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County + + + BCD's Bay Plan
Corning +
Corona +
Coronado +
Costa Mesa +
Cotati +
Covina +
Culver City +
Cupertino + +
Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Ll Stand-alone adaptation plan
Bl Local hazard mitigation plan

Rl Local coastal plan

LR Part of regular planning efforts

+ + + NES

+ 4+ |+ o+

+ |+

Part of subregional pilot study by
Emeryville BCDC

Escondido +
Etna
Eureka + + + + +
Exeter +
Fontana +
Foster City + + + +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler +
Fremont + + + + +
Fullerton +
Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena +
Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales

Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens

+

+

+]+ + 1+ + o+
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Hawthorne

Hayward

Special studies

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington Beach

Imperial County

Inglewood

Energy Climate Action Plan

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma
La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

+ + |+ o+

Larkspur

General Plan, currently undergoing
an update, will contain policies
regarding adaptation for built
structures and infrastructure
specifically in relation to threats of
flood due to sea level rise

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lincoln

Climate Action Plan is planned as
future work item.

Lindsay

Livermore

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Sustainability Plan

Malibu

Marin County

McFarland

Mendota

Menifee

Menlo Park

Merced

Mission Viejo

Mono County

Monrovia

Montclair
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Monte Sereno

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

+ 4|+ |+

Morgan Hill

Morro Bay

Murrieta

Regional Planning with WRCOG

Napa

Napa County

Needles

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Norco

Norwalk

Ontario

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs
Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles

Economic Strategy

Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

+ 4|+ [+

Placer County

Pleasanton

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

+ 4+ + +

+ + |+ o+

Rio Vista

Public Access and Flood Wall
Concept Plan for waterfront

Riverbank

Riverside

Riverside County

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Benito County

San Bernardino
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Actively
addresses
adaptation? What form do these actions take?

Stand-alone adaptation plan
Local hazard mitigation plan
Part of regular planning efforts

Don't Know
Local coastal plan

Jurisdiction

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Carlos

San Diego + +
San Fernando + +
San Francisco County + +
San Gabriel +
San Jacinto + + +
San Joaquin County +
San Juan Bautista +
San Luis Obispo + + +
San Pablo + + + +
San Rafael +
Sand City + + + +
Santa Ana +
Santa Barbara + + + +
Santa Barbara County +
Santa Cruz + + + + + + +
Santa Rosa + + +
Saratoga +
Sebastopol +
Shasta Lake + + + + +
Simi Valley +
Solana Beach +
Solvang +
Sonoma + +
Sonoma County + + +
Sonora +
South Pasadena +
South San Francisco + + +
St Helena + + +
Sunnyvale +
Sutter Creek + + + +
Taft + + + +
Tehama +
Tehama County +
Temple City + + +
Thousand Oaks +
Tiburon
Torrance iz i i iz iz iz
Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah + +
Vacaville +
Ventura
Ventura County +

LR Climate Action Plan
LBEN General Plan Policies

+  + NES

B
g

+

+ |+ |+ |+
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Jurisdiction
Vernon

Actively
addresses
adaptation?

Ll Don't Know

What form do these actions take?

Stand-alone adaptation plan
Local hazard mitigation plan

Climate Action Plan
General Plan Policies
Local coastal plan

Part of regular planning efforts

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek

Weed

+

West Covina

+

Wheatland

Willows

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville

Yreka

++ [+ + |+

Yuba County

please identify which elements discuss these issues.

Jurisdiction
Agoura Hills

Ell Land Use Element

Housing Element

Not addressed in our General Plan

Open Space Element

Safety Element
Ll Conservation Element

£l Circulation Element

Economic Development

Alameda County

CAP/GHG Element

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

o+ +

Apple Valley

Air Quality Element

Arcadia

Resource Sustainability

Q12. If language related to climate change and GHG emissions had been included in your General Plan,
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Jurisdiction

Artesia

Land Use Element

Housing Element
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Open Space Element

Safety Element

Conservation Element

Not addressed in our General Plan

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

+

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

+ 0+ |+ o+

Belmont

Not currently addressed but will
be as part of future update.

Benicia

Berkeley

Environmental Management

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

Butte County

Calabasas

Calaveras County

under consideration for current
update

California City

Calistoga

Camarillo

Campbell

Carlsbad

Carpinteria

++ ++

Cathedral City

Ceres

If the City adopts such language,
it will probably be within the Air
Quality Element

Chowchilla

Citrus Heights

Community Health Element

Claremont

Implementation Element

Coachella

Colma
Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County

In progress through Climate
Action Plan

Contra Costa County

Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

Community Health
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Jurisdiction

Covina

Land Use Element

Housing Element
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Open Space Element

Safety Element

Conservation Element

Not addressed in our General Plan

All, elements with the exception
of the Housing Element adopted
in 2000 provide GHG emissions
legislation

Culver City

Cupertino

g

Environmental
Resources/Sustainability

Dana Point

Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

|+ |+ |+ + |+

Emeryville

Sustainability Element

Escondido

Energy

Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Also in the Air Quality Element,
and in the Public Facilities,
Services & Infrastructure
Element

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler

Fremont

Sustainability Element

Fullerton

Air Quality & Climate Change,
Bicycle, Water

Galt

Garden Grove

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Addressed in Community Plans

Glenn County

Gonzales

Sustainability Element

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

Mentioned above, but did not
specify

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington Beach

Imperial County

Inglewood

Inyo County
lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
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Jurisdiction
La Mesa

el Land Use Element

Housing Element

&l Circulation Element

Open Space Element

Safety Element

Ll Conservation Element

Not addressed in our General Plan

La Palma

La Quinta

Sustainability Element

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Larkspur

Lawndale

Lemoore

Community Design Element of
GP

Lincoln

Lindsay

Livermore

Climate Change Element (only
clicked Conservation as there's
no check box for Other)

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Environment & Sustainability
Element

Malibu

Marin County

Other optional element

McFarland

Mendota

Menifee

Menlo Park

Merced

Sustainable Development

Mission Viejo

Mono County

Will be in land use, circulation,
conservation, OS, safety

Monrovia

Montclair

+

Monte Sereno

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill

Morro Bay

+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Murrieta

Air Quality Element and Climate
Action Plan part of Technical
Appendices

Napa

Napa County

Needles

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Natural Resources

Norco

Norwalk
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Jurisdiction
Ontario

el Land Use Element

Ll Housing Element

&l Circulation Element

Open Space Element

Safety Element

Ll Conservation Element

Not addressed in our General Plan

Oroville
Oxnard

in progress of preparing CAP
Sustainability Element

Palm Springs

In progress, no final decisions on
General Plan policies yet.

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates

Paso Robles

Patterson

Air Resources and Climate
Change Element

Petaluma

Natural Environment element,
Community Design, Character, &
Green Building element

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

Placer County

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

public safety

Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Air Quality

Riverside

Addressed in Air Quality Element
- Not in GP Elements mentioned
above

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

General plan EIR mitigation plan

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County

Bike Plan, Climate Action Plan;
draft Open Space Element - not
yet adopted

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

Sustainability Element

Sand City

Santa Ana

Energy Element

Santa Barbara
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Jurisdiction
Santa Barbara County

Land Use Element

Housing Element

Circulation Element

Open Space Element

Safety Element

Conservation Element

Ll Not addressed in our General Plan

Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Air Quality Element

Simi Valley

Solana Beach

The City is in the process of
updating the General Plan now,
we do not have language finaled
at this time.

Solvang

Sonoma

Sonoma County

Sonora

South Pasadena

South San Francisco

St Helena

Climate Change Element - in
progress

Sunnyvale

GP update in progress

Sutter Creek

Will be addressed in 2013
element updates

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

Thousand Oaks

+ |+ |+ |+

Tiburon

Torrance

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

Air Quality and Greenhouse
Gases

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County

Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Air Quality & Greenhouse Gases
(required element in S.J. Valley)

Vista

Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina

Wheatland

Willows

+ 4+ o+

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville

+ |+

Yreka
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Yuba County + Public Health & Safety Element

Yucca Valley +

Q13. Does your jurisdiction have measures in place to ensure the implementation of climate policies?

Q13a. If yes, what form do these measures take?

Measures to
ensure
implementation
of climate
policies? In what form?

Jurisdiction

Agoura Hills
Alameda County +
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Antioch

Inclusion in permit tracking software
General Plan implementation plan
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+ 4+ |+ +

Cal Green Building
Apple Valley Code

Arcadia
Artesia + +
Atascadero
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal
Azusa +
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park +
Banning + +

+

+ + + o+
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Jurisdiction
Beaumont

Measures to
ensure
implementation

of climate
policies?

Don't Know

Bl Inclusion in permit tracking software
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In what form?

Bellflower

+ + NES

LR Project implementation checklist

Belmont

Benicia

CAP prioritization
adopted by Council

Berkeley

Ordinances

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood

Buellton

+ + 4+ + +

Buena Park

Burbank

Butte County

Calabasas

Calaveras County

California City

Calistoga
Camarillo

Campbell

Carlsbad

Carpinteria

+ + + o+

Cathedral City

Ceres

Chowchilla

Citrus Heights

Claremont

Coachella

Colma

Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County

In progress through
Climate Action Plan

Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

Landscape
Ordinance, Water
Conservation tools
and incentives

Covina

Culver City

Cupertino

City Council work
program

Dana Point
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Jurisdiction
Dinuba

Measures to

ensure
implementation
of climate
policies?

Project implementation checklist

Ll Don't Know

Inclusion in permit tracking software

In what form?

General Plan implementation plan

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

+ + 4+ ++

Emeryville

Climate Action Plan

Escondido

In progress

Eureka

Exeter

+ + |+ o+

Fontana

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler
Fremont

Fullerton

Galt

General Plan
consistency analysis
for projects

Garden Grove

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Greener Glendale
Implementation
Plan

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

+ 4+ |+ |+

Hayward

City Council
Priorities and
Committees;
staffing

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Ordinance

Hughson

Huntington Beach

Imperial County

Inglewood

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
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Measures to
ensure
implementation
of climate
policies? In what form?

Inclusion in permit tracking software
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General Plan implementation plan

Don't Know

Jurisdiction

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest +
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore +
Lincoln +
Lindsay + +
Livermore
Lompoc + + +
Los Alamitos +

+ + + + + ')

+ |+ |+

s
Es

Climate Action Plan

There measures will
be specified with
the adoption of the
Los Altos CAP.

Los Altos Hills +
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park + +
Merced + +
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno +
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay

+ + + + 4+

+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ [+

Climate Action Plan
and currently
working on regional
Climate Action Plan
and Energy Action
Murrieta Plan

Napa o +
Napa County +
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Jurisdiction
Needles

Measures to

ensure

implementation
of climate
policies?

Don't Know

Project implementation checklist

Inclusion in permit tracking software

In what form?

General Plan implementation plan

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Norco

Norwalk

+ + + + + +

Ontario

tracking system for
municipal buildings

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto
Palos Verdes Estates

Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Annual Report

Pismo Beach

Placer County

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

CEQA process

San Fernando

San Francisco County

infrastructure
improvements

San Gabriel

Energy Action Plan

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
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Measures to
ensure
implementation
of climate
policies? In what form?

Inclusion in permit tracking software
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General Plan implementation plan

Don't Know

Jurisdiction

San Juan Bautista +
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael
Sand City

Santa Ana +
Santa Barbara + + +
Santa Barbara County +
Santa Cruz + + +

+ 4+ |+ o+

Implementation
plan in Climate
Action Plan/annual
Santa Rosa progress monitoring
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake + + +
Simi Valley + +
Solana Beach +

General Plan action
Solvang items

Sonoma + +
Sonoma County + +
Sonora +
South Pasadena

Mitigation

+ Monitoring and
South San Francisco Reporting Plan
St Helena + +
Sunnyvale +
Sutter Creek
Taft + +
Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon

+ + 4+ + +

Strategic Plan
Torrance implementation
Truckee +
Tulare + +
Tuolumne County +
Turlock + +
Ukiah

Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon

+ + + +
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Measures to
ensure
implementation
of climate
policies? In what form?

Inclusion in permit tracking software
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Don't Know

Jurisdiction

Victorville
Villa Park
Visalia +
Vista +
Walnut Creek +
Weed +
West Covina
Wheatland +
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County +
Yucca Valley + +

General Plan implementation plan

+  + L)'[e)

+1+ + + +
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Q14. Is your jurisdiction working with other jurisdictions either to reduce GHG emissions (i.e.,

mitigation) or to plan for impacts of climate change (i.e., adaptation)?

Q14a. If yes, please indicate what form this collaboration is taking.

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions?

Yes, on mitigation

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Yes, on mitigation and adaptation
at this time

el Yes, on adaptation

Programs
with water
and energy

utilities

(municipal
or private)

Mitigation
4l Adaptation

Work with
Metropolitan
Planning
Organization

Mitigation
Adaptation

Form of collaboration

Integrated
Regional
Water
Management
Plan

Mitigation
Adaptation

Regional
climate
change

collaborative

Mitigation
Adaptation

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

+ 4+ |+ |+ [+

Anderson

Angels Camp

County of Calaveras

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

+
+ o+ [+ +

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

+ |+ |+ [+

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood
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Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Bl Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

55
® B
W o
E 2 g 5 § 5| £ 5 § 5 £
c c = = T = ® £ ® = ®
o 2 5| B & 2 @ 2 ) s
") ) - = © - © =3 (1] - [}
Jurisdiction g | g = s 2 s 2 s 2 s 2
Buellton + +
Buena Park +
Burbank +
Butte County +
Calabasas +
Calaveras County +
California City + + +
Calistoga + + + +
. Air Pollution Control
Camarillo district
Campbell + + +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria + + + + +
Cathedral City + + +
Ceres + i +
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights
. . Council of Government
Claremont Subregion
Coachella + + + +
Colma + + +
Colton + + +
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County + + +
Corning +
Corona + +
Coronado +
Costa Mesa + + +
Cotati + + + + +
Regional Planning
+ + + Organization named
Covina "SCAG" and ESGV
Culver City +
Cupertino + + + + +
Dana Point +
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Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative

Mitigation

Jurisdiction
Dinuba
Dixon + +
Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville + +
Escondido + + +
Eureka + + + + +
Exeter +
Fontana + + +

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

Yes, on adaptation

(]
=
k=
=
<
=
'
©

Bl Yes, on mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation

+ + 4+ +

Other multi-jurisdictional
Foster City planning efforts - C/CAG
Fountain Valley + 4
Fowler +
Fremont + + + + + +
Fullerton +
Galt + + +
Garden Grove +
Gardena +
Gilroy
Glendale
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley

+ + + 4+ o+

Green House Gas

Grover Beach Stakeholder Group
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne + + +

Collaboration with

Hayward Stopwaste.org and BCDC
Hermosa Beach + + + + +
Hillsborough + + + + +

Mitigation (Prop 84 grant -
Hughson County-wide toolbox)
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Jurisdiction

Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions?
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Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

Yes, on mitigation
Yes, on adaptation

Programs
with water
and energy

utilities

(municipal

or private)

Mitigation
Adaptation

Work with
Metropolitan
Planning

Organization

Mitigation

Adaptation

Form of collaboration

Integrated
Regional
\WELE
Management

Regiona
climate
change

Plan collaborative

Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation

Adaptation

Huntington Beach +

Imperial County + + + + +

Inglewood +
Energy Action Plan and

+ + + + + + + + +

Inyo County General Plan Update

lone

Irwindale +

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge + + COG

La Mesa + + + + + + +

La Palma +

La Quinta +

Laguna Niguel +

Lake County +

Lake Forest + i +

Lancaster +
All municipalities in Marin
County are members of
the Marin Climate and
Energy Partnership, which
pools resources to develop
standard GHG emission
data collection, develop
best practices and sample

+ ..

policies, and other efforts
in order to create uniform
climate policies
throughout the County.
To date, collaboration has
been limited to
adaptation; mitigation will

Larkspur be the next step

. Collaborated w/ regional

Lawndale council of governments

Lemoore +

Lincoln +
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Jurisdiction
Lindsay

Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions?

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

]
=
k=
=
i=
]
-

©

el Yes, on adaptation

Programs
with water
and energy

utilities

(municipal

or private)

Mitigation
Adaptation

Work with
Metropolitan

Planning

Organization

Mitigation

Adaptation

Form of collaboration

Integrated
Regional
Water
Management

Regional
climate
change

Plan collaborative

Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation

Livermore

il Yes, on mitigation

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

+ 4+ + +

Marin County

Other multi-jurisdiction
planning effort on
adaptation and mitigation

McFarland

Mendota

Menifee

Menlo Park

Merced

Mission Viejo

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+

Mono County

multi-jurisdictional
planning effort

Monrovia

Montclair

Monte Sereno

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

+ + + o+

Morgan Hill

Morro Bay

Murrieta

Napa

County of Napa, MTC,
ABAG, NCTPA

Napa County

Needles

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach
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Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Bl Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

55
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:&? & ] c = c c
ct: t#E s £ 5 £ 5 f 5
o 2 5| B & 2 @ 2 ) 3
") ) - = © - © =3 (1] - [}
Jurisdiction g | g = s 2 s 2 s 2 s 2
Norco + + + + + +
Norwalk +
Ontario + + + + +
We're in the process,
+ along with Butte County,
Oroville to prepare a CAP
Oxnard + + +
Palm Springs + + + + +
Palo Alto +
Palos Verdes Estates + + + + +
Paso Robles +
Patterson
Petaluma + + + + +
Piedmont + + + +
Pismo Beach + + +
Placer County + + +
Plumas County +
Coordination with Plumas
+ County Planning
Portola Department
Rancho Palos Verdes +
Rancho Santa Margarita + 4 + i +
Red Bluff +
Redwood City + working with BCDC
Reedley + +
Rialto +
Ridgecrest + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + + + +
Riverbank + + + + + +
Riverside +
Rocklin +
Rohnert Park + + + +
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + +
San Bernardino + +
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Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative

We are not working with other jurisdictions

Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

§ S
® B
.20 =3
£ 3 E 5| £ 5| £ 5 £ 5 £
c c = = T = ® £ ® = ®
o 2 5| B % 2 @ 2 ) s
") ) - = © - © =3 (1] - [}
Jurisdiction g | g 2 s 2 s 2 s 2 s 2
San Bernardino County + +
San Carlos +
San Diego + + + + + + + + Green Cities California
San Fernando +
Piloting Utility Modeling
+ + + + Application for Climate
San Francisco County Change (PUMA)
+ Energy Wise Partnership
San Gabriel with SCAG and SGVCOG
San Jacinto + + +
San Joaquin County +
San Juan Bautista + + + + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + +
San Pablo + + + + + + + + + +
San Rafael +
Sand City + + +
Orange County Council of
+ + + +
Santa Ana Governments
Santa Barbara + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + + + + + + + + +

County wide Climate
Santa Rosa Action Plan

working with Santa Clara
County and PG&E to

+
develop GHG reduction

Saratoga plans

Sebastopol + + ¥

Shasta Lake + + + + + + + + +

Simi Valley +

Solana Beach + + + + + @ + o ¥

Solvang + +

Sonoma + + + + ¥ + ;

Sonoma County + + + + + + ¥

Sonora

South Pasadena +
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Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative
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Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

Yes, on mitigation
Yes, on adaptation

Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation

Jurisdiction
South San Francisco +
St Helena + + +
Sunnyvale +
Sutter Creek + + +
Taft + + + + +
Tehama

Tehama County
Temple City + + + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + +
Tiburon + +

other multi-jurisdiction
+ planning efforts, e.g.
Torrance SBCCOG

Truckee +
Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah +
Vacaville
Ventura County + + + +
Vernon +
Victorville + + +
Villa Park +
Visalia
Vista + +
Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville + +
Yreka
Yuba County +

+ + + o+ ]+ +

+

155



Working with other
jurisdictions to reduce
GH emissions? Form of collaboration

Programs
with water Integrated
and energy Work with Regional Regional
utilities Metropolitan Water climate
(municipal Planning Management change
or private) Organization Plan collaborative
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Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation
Adaptation
Mitigation

Jurisdiction
Yucca Valley

hll Yes, on mitigation
Yes, on adaptation

hll Mitigation
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APPENDIX D: RENEWABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY

Q15. Has your jurisdiction adopted standards above the CalGreen Building Codes for new buildings?

Q15a. If yes, what tier has it adopted?

Standards above
CalGreen Building

Codes? Which Tier?

Municipal Community Municipal Community

N N

E E
2 . 2
= =

bl Tier 1

Jurisdiction g 3
Alameda County +
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia + + +
Atascadero
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal
Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park + + +
Banning + +
Beaumont + + +
Bellflower + +
Belmont
Benicia + + +
Berkeley +
Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood
Buellton

Buena Park
Burbank

Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres + + +
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights + +

[+
AR AR EAERES N o

+ + |+

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+ |+
+ + + 4+ + +

+ 4+ F o+ o+ +
+F F o+

+
+
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Standards above
CalGreen Building
Codes? Which Tier?

Municipal Community Municipal Community

- (o] o~

-
Jurisdiction z° § 'E E E E
Claremont + +
Coachella + +
Colma + ¥
Colton + +
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County + +
Corning + +
Corona + +
Coronado + +
Costa Mesa + + +
Cotati + + +
Covina + +
Culver City + + + +
Cupertino +
Dana Point + +
Dinuba + +
Dixon + +
Dorris + +
Downey + +
El Cajon + +
El Dorado County + +
Emeryville + +
Escondido + +
Eureka + + +
Exeter + +
Fontana + +
Foster City + +
Fountain Valley + +
Fowler + +
Fremont i i i3 i
Fullerton + +
Galt + +
Garden Grove + +
Gardena + + + +
Gilroy + +
Glendale + + +
Glenn County + +
Gonzales + +
Grass Valley + +
Grover Beach + +
Hawaiian Gardens + +
Hawthorne + +
Hayward + + + +
Hermosa Beach + + +
Hillsborough +
Hughson + +
Huntington Beach + +
Imperial County + ¥
Industry
Inglewood + +
Inyo County + +
lone + +
Irwindale + +
Jackson + +
La Canada Flintridge + +
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Standards above
CalGreen Building

Codes? Which Tier?

Municipal Community Municipal Community

- (o]

-

-
o
=

il Tier 2

Jurisdiction E z° ﬁ § 'E i°:"
La Mesa + +

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest + + +
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore + +
Lompoc + +
Los Alamitos + +
Los Altos + + +
Los Altos Hills + + +
Los Gatos + +
Malibu + +
Marin County +
McFarland + +
Mendota + + + +
Menifee + +
Menlo Park + + +
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach + +
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario +
Oroville + + +
Oxnard +
Palm Springs +
Palo Alto i i
Palos Verdes Estates + +
Paso Robles +
Patterson +
Petaluma + + +
Piedmont + +
Pismo Beach + + + +

+ + |+ +
+ + |+ +

+ [+ [+ [+
+ 4+ 4+

P A e e L A N RS
+ |+ |+ [+ B e I o o S o e e A

+
+ |+ |+
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Standards above
CalGreen Building
Codes? Which Tier?

Municipal Community Municipal Community

- (o] o~

Jurisdiction

Placer County

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley + + +
Rialto + +
Ridgecrest + + + +
Rio Vista + +
Riverbank iz i iz iz
Riverside
Rocklin +
Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Carlos + + +
San Diego + + +
San Fernando +
San Francisco County + + + +
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo + + +
San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa + + +
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake + +
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora +
South Pasadena + +
South San Francisco
St Helena + + +
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City + + +
Thousand Oaks + +

-
- - = -
= o o o
= = = =

+ + + ]+ |+ + L)
+ + + ]+ + + [

+ o+ + o+ +

+ + + |+
+ +
+

+ [+ |+ |+
+ |+ |+ +

+ + + + + + o+
+ + + o+ + o+

+ |+

+ |+
+

+

+ 4+ [+ + |+
+

+

+

+ + + 4+ +
+
+
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Standards above
CalGreen Building
Codes? Which Tier?

Municipal Community Municipal Community

:I o~ - o~
Jurisdiction 3 .E .'°:-' .'°:-' .'0:-'
Tiburon + +
Torrance + +
Truckee + +
Tulare + + ¥ +
Tuolumne County + +
Turlock + +
Ukiah + ¥
Vacaville + +
Ventura County + +
Vernon + ¥
Victorville + + +
Villa Park + ¥
Visalia + +
Vista + +
Walnut Creek + +
Weed + +
West Covina + +
Wheatland + +
Willows + +
Woodlake + +
Yorba Linda + +
Yountville + +
Yreka + +
Yuba County + +
Yucca Valley + +
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Q16. Has your jurisdiction adopted policies or programs to reduce energy use in existing buildings?

Q16a. If yes, please explain what these policies and/or programs are, and the status of the program

implementation.

Policies to
reduce energy

g
=
c
Jurisdiction § Description of these programs/policies and implementation
Sustainability and Energy Division in the County General Services Agency implements the strategic vision
+ + that include many policies and programs. The County's internal and community CAPs contain measures to
promote retrofitting existing buildings to improve energy efficiency. Implementation of the internal CAP is
Alameda County underway. Implementation of the community CAP begins in 2013.
Alhambra +
Alpine County +
Alturas +
American Canyon + Grant from PG&E for street light retrofit and Wastewater treatment plant energy efficiency improvements
. . Several on-going programs and incentives for energy and water use reduction are administered by the City's
Anaheim Public Utilities Department
Anderson +
Angels Camp +
Antioch i
Apple Valley +
+ Utilize/purchase energy-efficient materials and equipment when replacing or upgrading facilities and
Arcadia equipment.
Artesia + +
Atascadero + Energy Audits through grants with PG&E and SoCalGas
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal +
Azusa +
Bakersfield + Energy conservation
Baldwin Park +
Banning +
Beaumont + + Solar Energy Program
Bellflower + Installation of low flush toilets, cool roofs installed, LED lighting change out in some City facilities and parks
Belmont +
Benicia + City-operations-wide enrgy retrofits and solar generation project; streetlight retrofits
Berkeley + + Ordinances: RECO - Residential Energy Conservation Ordinance CECO - Commercial " " "
Biggs +
+ + Energy Efficient and Sustainable Growth by conserving energy resources through use of energy technology
Brawley and conservation practices.
. . Municipal buildings are part of our overall program to reduce energy usage to save money and lead by
Brea example.
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park + Energy efficiency improvements associated with new / renovated city facilities
Burbank +
Butte County + LEED Silver Certification for municipal public buildings. General Plan policy.
N N General Plan policies. Also, LEED certification equivalency is required at a minimum for smaller projects, and
Calabasas LEED Silver equivalency for larger projects; Civic Center is LEED Gold certified.
Calaveras County +
N N Municipal - Thermostat control, turning off lights and equipment each night, weekends and holidays.
California City Community - Solar panels, energy efficient appliances.
Calistoga + + CaliforniaFIRST
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Policies to
reduce energy

g
=
c
Jurisdiction § Description of these programs/policies and implementation
Camarillo +
Campbell +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria + Lighting retrofits completed, sensors for computer monitors, purchased hybrid vehicles
Cathedral City +
Ceres +
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights + reduce energy use in city buildings by 40%
N Sustainability Plan deals with energy reduction (water, electricity, etc.) in governmental buildings and
Claremont establishes yearly goals.
Coachella +
Colma +
Colton +
Commerce + + LA County Building Code requires this.
Contra Costa County + + Strategic Energy Plan - Inventory of County Buildings; EBEW and Bay Ren - partnerships
Corning +
Corona +
Coronado + Contact Public Services 522-7380
Costa Mesa + + Energy partnership program with Edison and Gas Co. Council Policy 500-14
General Plan policies and ordinances require new development to build to Tier 1 requirements and utilize
. . LED pedestrian and street lighting, while our Climate Action Plan requires capital and routine
replacement/maintenance projects to utilize energy efficient products such as window and lighting
Cotati replacements.
Covina + + Environmental Services programs for City Hall & residential home owners
Culver City + + Energy reduction.
Green CIP for municipal facilities-ongoing implementation Benchmarked all city facilities-ongoing energy
+ + use tracking Green @ home-residential sector, ongoing Green @ home-DIY toolkit available for checkout at
Cupertino library, pilot program Green Biz-commercial sustainability service program, ongoing
Dana Point +
Dinuba +
. Policy Reduce annual energy consumption from non-renewable sources at existing City Facilities. City has
Dixon recently installed photo-voltaic systems at all city facilities.
. The City has sought and implemented energy grants to replace well pump motor, city building lighting, and
Dorris weatherization
Downey +
. The City has an ongoing program of updating existing facilities with energy efficiency. This includes replacing
El Cajon roofs with cool roofs, lighting elements with energy efficient lighting systems, etc.
El Dorado County +
Emeryville + + There are adopted policies within the Climate Action Plan.
. Installation of solar facilities on public buildings and property (completed). Retrofit of public buildings to
Escondido reduce energy consumption (completed)
Eureka +
Exeter +
Fontana i
Foster City +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler +
. . California Youth Energy Services - Annual community campaign to reduce energy usage. Coordinate with
Fremont PG&E to do energy efficiency upgrades for commercial and industrial properties.
Fullerton +
Galt + + General Plan policies, rooftop solar expedited permits and reduced fees, participation in CaliforniaFIRST
Garden Grove +
Gardena +
Gilroy +
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Policies to
reduce energy

g
=
c
Jurisdiction § Description of these programs/policies and implementation
. . http://www.greenerglendale.org/ This website includes information about the CalGreen standards in effect
Glendale and the additional Tier 1 standards applicable to single-family homes adopted Jan 7, 2011.
Glenn County +
Gonzales i+
Grass Valley +
Grover Beach +
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne + lighting retrofits, alternative fuel vehicles, solar power
Hayward + + Climate Action Plan
Hermosa Beach + + 15% above Title 24 Tier 1 cement reduction Cool roof 65% demo debris diversion
Hillsborough + + Green Building Ordinance
Hughson i
Policy to reduce municipal energy consumption by pursuing grant funding for municipal solar project, facility
+ + retrofits and infrastructure improvements. As grant funding is received, further implementations will be
Huntington Beach made to areas of municipal energy consumption that is eligible for improvement and upgrades.
Imperial County +
Inglewood +
The County recently adopted an Energy Action Plan with policies for a Benchmarking, implementation
+ scheme and monitoring; Reach Codes including encouraging building and rehabilitation project to meet Tier |
standards; and, Commissioning and Retro-commissioning. County is working on community planning for
Inyo County energy action, as well as General Plan update.
lone +
Irwindale +
Jackson +
La Canada Flintridge + Worked with COG on an energy upgrade program.
La Mesa + + Green Building Code and (draft) Sustainability Element of the General Plan
La Palma +
La Quinta +
Laguna Niguel i
Lake County +
Lake Forest +
Lancaster + + Many of the City's municipal facilities are powered by solar PV electricity.
The City’s Climate Action Plan (2010) contains several policies related to energy conservation in both
municipal and community buildings, including adoption of green building requirements above CalGreen
(accomplished; both residential and non-residential) and requiring minimum compliance with recognized
green building rating standards (accomplished; both residential and non-residential); training staff in LEED
and GPR (Building Official is LEED certified); replace street lights and lamps with energy efficient
+ + technologies (implemented on an ongoing basis as replacement). Policies that haven’t been implemented
include providing incentives to projects that meet or exceed green building standards; incentives to
encourage installation of solar/renewable energy systems in the community; and participating in regional
assessment district bond-financing program to assist homeowners in installing renewable energy systems.
Generally policies that require extensive financial output from the City are on hold due to current economic
Larkspur conditions.
Lawndale +
Upgraded most city office lighting, some hvac, added solar to several facilities, incorporated solar bees at
+ waste water plant, converting garbage trucks to CNG, just constructed a CNG slow fill and fast fill station for
Lemoore public schools and city as well as for public use
Lincoln +
+ Coordinating energy conservation with Southern California Edison - Energy Audits, conversion to fluorescent
Lindsay and compact fluorescent bulbs, etc. Status is ongoing.
+ Collaboration/Agreement with Chevron to implement conservation and renewable energy measures
Livermore including new solar array on civic center property.
Lompoc +
Los Alamitos +
+ Additions/remodels over 50% for existing buildings are required to meet green building standards (min. 50
Los Altos green points).
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Jurisdiction
Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee

Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City

Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk

Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard
Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

Placer County
Plumas County

Policies to
reduce energy
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+ |+
o
+
+ |+
+

Description of these programs/policies and implementation

Green Building Ordinance
General Plan goals, policies and actions; Sustainability Plan in process.

We have adopted policies and programs in our Countywide Plan with the goal of reducing energy use in both
County-owned and community facilities. The County currently has a local government partnership with our
10U to provide programs and resources to the public, commercial and residential sectors aimed at increasing
energy efficiency. Our local community choice aggregation agency, the Marin Energy Authority, has also
launched energy efficiency programs for the residential, multi-family and commercial sectors. Marin is also
part of the Bay Area Regional Energy Network which will launch energy efficiency programs in the 2013-14
program cycle.

Require 15% energy savings above State code; require testing of hating and cooling ducts; require cool roofs
or equivalent energy savings
Contract w/ Siemens to reduce energy uses in City faciltiies and with street lights, etc.

program of county building energy upgrades

Primarily lighting and HVAC systems
LEED silver required for all new city buildings
Replacement of lighting with energy efficient lighting, reduction of water use in landscaping

Energy Action Plan
PV-SOLAR, COOL ROOF SYSTEM, BUILDING INSULATION UPGRADES

Shorten work week. Reduce use of personal heaters and other small appliances.
sustainability plan

County with the assistance of the Sierra Business Council and PG&E has prepared a Local Governmental
Operations and Communitywide 2005 Baseline Greenhouse Gas Inventories. County has also adopted a
municipal energy plan for County operations.

Updated building code

the city is currently embarking on a program to reduce building energy use through energy audits, followed
by conservation efforts. Comprehensive existing building solar PV assessment is currently underway.
we've adopted the California Green Building Code

retrofitted lighting and HVAC exploring solar power and co-gen

Energy and HVAC retrofits. Programs have been implemented.

City Utilities Department has various conservation measures (LED lighting, audits, solar, etc.) in use for
municipal buildings and available to private buildings; also City "green teams" have identified and
implemented variety of energy saving measures in City departments, such as reduced lighting, installing
energy-saving laptops in lieu of desktops, etc.

Varied, implemented as funding permits (mostly through grants)

The County has adopted standards to set the stage for future energy reduction in private businesses and
residences. The programs are currently being implemented.
Inventory of emissions and retrofitting when possible
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Jurisdiction

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego
San Fernando

San Francisco County

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County

Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa

Saratoga
Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Policies to
reduce energy
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Description of these programs/policies and implementation

Solar energy street lighting, energy efficient light fixtures, provide information on energy efficiency to
residents and commercial establishments.

Incentive programs offering 50% off all planning and building application fees for 'Build It Green' certified
projects, 'Energy Star' equipment, solar panels etc. Expedited review process for these projects.
Replaced illuminated street signs with reflective signs.

General Plan policies Building Ordinance

municipal owned solar field

Annual Energy Audits, LED street light replacement

Beginning in 2007, the Board of Supervisors launched the Green County of San Bernardino program to
promote green technologies and building practices throughout the County.

In progress, as identified within the Climate Action Plan.

Residential Retrofit Program and Municipal Energy Efficiency Retrofits - EECBG funded. Also use Local
Government Partnership Program funds.

Water Efficiency Ordinance, Landscape Efficiency Ordinance

Existing Commercial Buildings Energy Performance Ordinance (2011); Commercial Lighting Ordinance
(2010); Commercial Water Conservation Ordinance (2009)

Energy Action Plan - City to adopt an Energy Efficiency Checklist. EAP includes priority list of municipal
energy efficiency projects. Will help businesses and residents identify methods and funding for energy
efficiency improvements. Just beginning to implement.

Lighting & HVAC retrofitting of buildings

Energy reduction and sustainability. Enacting policies adopted through our Climate Action Plan. Recent
projects have included weather stripping and adding solar panels on municipal buildings.

Implementation measures in Sustainability Element and Climate Change Action Plan require numerous
measures to reduce energy. Most notably, for municipal buildings, participating in the Marin Clean Energy,
which is an alternative electricity server to PG&E service. Marin Clean Energy purchases power from more
sustainable (local) sources.

City Municipal Building and Facility Retrofit program continues to be implemented.

LEED Standards

Sustainability Action Plan for county buildings. EmPower Program to assist homeowners.

Climate Action Plan includes programs to reduce City (Municipal) energy use. City CIP now include "City
Lights" program to replace City light standards with low energy use standards. Climate Action Plan includes
various other long and term short programs to reduce energy use.

Climate Action Plan measures including promoting Sonoma County Energy Independence Program for
energy efficiency retrofits.

Free energy audit for residential customers; Rebate programs to facilitate installation of higher efficiency
cooling and refrigeration equipment, appliances, weatherization and lighting; "Kill a Watt" power meters
available to customers at no charge to help residents understand which appliances in their homes consume
the most energy; Photovoltaic (PV) Buy Down Program to help offset customer's investment in a solar
system.
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Jurisdiction

Simi Valley

Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma

Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
South San Francisco
St Helena
Sunnyvale

Sutter Creek

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

Thousand Oaks
Tiburon

Torrance

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina

Wheatland
Willows
Woodlake

Policies to
reduce energy
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Description of these programs/policies and implementation

City tracks energy use through EMS, benchmarking, and energy audits, implements EE projects as feasible.
Energy Action Plan will further refine the approach to implementation.

Retrofitted street lights, evaluated all public buildings and have already implemented several energy
reducing measures and will continue to do so.

Part of Climate Action. Energy retrofits in municipal buildings as well as solar installation.
County has active energy management/reduction program for County facilities that is in active
implementation. County also runs a PACE program for private property.

Light bulb replacement and conversion of fleet to alternative fuels.

motion activated overhead lighting

Light bulb replacement, programmable thermostats, weather-stripping, and insulation to name a few.
Installed updated HVAC system using natural gas for heating rather than just electricity.

EECAP (Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan); This is expected to go before City Council for adoption on
January 15th.

The City has installed or is installing solar panels at city-owned facilities, including the Hill Canyon Water
Treatment Facility (installed), the office buildings at Hillcrest Center (installed), and the Municipal Service
Center (under construction).

Policies in Climate Action Plan

Adopted Cal Green code and we follow State Energy Code

Council Priority

retro fit existing municipal buildings and solar at wastewater treatment plant

Community design; energy efficient building design and utilities

The County of Ventura's General Services Agency Energy Manger implements the Energy Action Plan which
strives to minimize energy intensity through energy efficiency projects; ensures equipment upgrades
consider reducing energy use and maximizing operational efficiency during the design; sets a goal of
reducing energy use by 15% by 2015; pursues USGBC LEED green building and ENERGY STAR certification;
and influences employee behavior changes through education. The County's GSA program has reduced
energy use by 6.8 million kWh's since 2005 and is constantly looking for new opportunities to reduce energy
use in County buildings.

Rebate program for the installation of energy efficient devices.

Energy audits for all municipal buildings, and use of EECBG funding to retrofit some municipal buildings.
retrofits as part of renovations and new construction

8.G.1. In addition to the energy regulations of Title 24, the City shall encourage the energy efficiency of new
development. Possible energy efficient design techniques include: provisions for solar access; building
sitting to maximize natural heating and cooling; and landscaping to aid passive cooling and protection from
winter winds.  8.G.2. The City shall encourage the planting of shade trees along all City streets to reduce
radiation heating.  8.G.3. The City shall coordinate with local utility providers to promote public
education energy conservation programs.  8.G.4. The City will promote local and State programs that
strive to reduce the consumption of natural or manmade energy sources.  8.G.5. The City shall ensure
that new development incorporates open space areas that provide community and neighborhood identity
and insulate conflicting land uses and noise generators.
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Policies to
reduce energy

Municipal

Jurisdiction
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County
Yucca Valley + Alternative Work Schedules, program implemented

Description of these programs/policies and implementation

+ + +  + B

Q17. Does your jurisdiction require the disclosure of building energy use information at the time of re-
sale?

Jurisdiction

Alameda County
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont +
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia +
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood +
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank +
Butte County +
Calabasas +
Calaveras County +
California City +
Calistoga
Camarillo +

+ + F A+ ++ o+ ++ +

+ +

+ 4+ o+ +

+ +

an
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Jurisdiction

Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma

Colton
Commerce
Contra Costa County
Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati

Covina

Culver City
Cupertino

Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler
Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County
lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

+ 4+ F F o+ o+ + +

+ 4+ 4+ + o+

+ o+ F o+ o+ o+

+ 4+ F o+ o+ o+ o+

+ o+ F F o+ o+ o+ A+ +
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Jurisdiction

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard

Palm Springs
Palo Alto
Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson
Petaluma
Piedmont
Pismo Beach
Placer County
Plumas County
Portola
Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

+ + + + + ||\
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Jurisdiction

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank
Riverside
Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento
San Bernardino
San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando
San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael
Sand City

Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

+ + + + + + + + + + + + +

+ +
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Jurisdiction

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows iis
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County +
Yucca Valley +

+ + + + + ||\

+ 4+ o+ o+

Q18. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies, or ordinances to facilitate the development of

small-scale renewable energy systems or distributed energy systems?

Wind permitting Solar permitting
General plan policies ordinance ordinance

In development
Under Consideration

In development

Jurisdiction
Alameda County
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia +
Atascadero
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa +
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning +
Beaumont + + +
Bellflower +
Belmont + + +
Benicia + +
Berkeley W i

Ll Under Consideration
Ll Under Consideration

£l In development

+ ++ o+

+ +

+ 0+

+ |+ |+ +

+ |+
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+ o+ + o+

+
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Wind permitting Solar permitting
General plan policies ordinance ordinance

In development
In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration

Jurisdiction
Biggs
Brawley +
Brea +
Brentwood + + ¥
Buellton +
Buena Park +
Burbank +
Butte County + + +
Calabasas +
Calaveras County +
California City +
Calistoga +
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont +
Coachella +
Colma ¥
Colton + ¥
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County + + +
Corning
Corona + + +
Coronado + + +

Bl Under Consideration
+ + + e
+ +  + |\

+ |+ |+
+
+ +

Rebates for solar

+ + + 4+ +

+ + o+ +
+

4L
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+
+
+

Go Green Program Fee Waiver program for
solar permits and electric vehicle charging
station permits from May through December
Costa Mesa 2012

In Development (Regional solar permit
Cotati streamlining process)

Covina
Culver City
Cupertino +
Dana Point +
Dinuba
Dixon + + +
Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville + +
Escondido + + +
Eureka + + +
Exeter + + +
Fontana + +

+
++ [+ + |+
+

+ + o+ +
+  +
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Wind permitting Solar permitting

General plan policies ordinance ordinance
S s s
- - -
2| 5 g 5 s
) o ] ] o T
g3 s ¢ T 3
- S 3 2
Jurisdiction e |l 5 | 5|3 el 5
Foster City + + +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler + +
Fremont iz + +
Fullerton + + +
Reduced fees and expedited processing for
Galt * * * | residential solar
Garden Grove + + +
Gardena + +
Gilroy + + +
Policies in the Greener Glendale Plan (CAP and
+ + + Sustainability Plan) support renewable energy
Glendale systems
Glenn County + + +
Gonzales + + +
Grass Valley + + +
Grover Beach + + +
Hawaiian Gardens + + +
Hawthorne + + +
Hayward + + + | Green Building Ordinance
Hermosa Beach + + +
Hillsborough + +
Hughson + +
Huntington Beach + + +
Imperial County + +
Inglewood + + + Other Renewables
Inyo County + + +
lone + + +
Irwindale & *
Jackson + ¥ ¥
La Canada Flintridge + + +
La Mesa + + +
La Palma +
La Quinta + + +
Laguna Niguel + +
. . ‘ Solar and wind farms allowed by Zoning
Lake County Ordinance
Lake Forest + + +
Lancaster + + +
Larkspur + + + | Climate Action Plan
Lawndale + + +
Lemoore + +
Lincoln + +
Lindsay + i
Livermore + + + Options for facilitating EV infrastructure
Lompoc + +
Los Alamitos + +
Los Altos + + +
Los Altos Hills + + +
Los Gatos + + +
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Wind permitting Solar permitting
General plan policies ordinance ordinance

Jurisdiction

Malibu
Marin County + + +
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County + + + biomass and geothermal policy update
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno + + +
Monterey County
Moorpark + + +
Moraga + + +
Moreno Valley + + +
Morgan Hill + + + ENVIRONMENTAL AGENDA
Morro Bay + i +
Murrieta + + +
Napa + + +
Napa County + + + | Reduced fees for solar energy installations
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco 1 i i
Norwalk + + +
Ontario + + +
Oroville + + +
Oxnard + + +
Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson + + +
Petaluma +
Piedmont
Pismo Beach +
Placer County +
Pleasanton
Plumas County +
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto +
Ridgecrest
Rio Vista

Under Consideration
Under Consideration
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Jurisdiction

Riverbank

Riverside

Riverside County
Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Santa Ana

General plan policies
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In development
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Wind permitting
ordinance

In development
Under Consideration

P No
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+ +
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Solar permitting
ordinance

In development
Under Consideration

+

Green Action Plan Renewable Energy Goals

in development: eco-districts
Energy Action Plan

Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare

+ o+ + |+

+ |+ |+ +

+ |+

+ |+ +

+ + + |+

+ |+ [+ |+

Measures in Climate Action Plan support

updating the Zoning Code to remove barriers to

small scale renewable energy systems.

Co-generation
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Wind permitting Solar permitting

General plan policies ordinance ordinance
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Jurisdiction e |l 5 | 5|3 el 53
Tuolumne County + + +
Turlock + + +
Ukiah + + +
Vacaville + + +
Ventura County + + + | Zero Fee Solar PV - Residential
Vernon + +
Victorville + + +
Villa Park + i i
Visalia + + +
We have adopted zoning regs for our business
+ + + park that permit renewable energy generation
Vista and co-generation for industrial uses.
Walnut Creek + + +
Weed + + +
West Covina + + +
Wheatland + i +
Willows + + +
Woodlake + + +
Yorba Linda + + +
Yountville + i +
Yreka + + +
Yuba County + + +
Yucca Valley + + +
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Q19. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to streamline permitting for small-scale
renewable energy systems that provide electricity and/or hot water for on-site use?

Online
availability of Online submittal
permit of application Use of a standard Combined
application and associated electrical plan for permitting

materials materials applications approval

In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration

Jurisdiction
Alameda County
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim +
Anderson
Angels Camp +
Antioch + + + +
Apple Valley +
Arcadia + + + +
Artesia +
Atascadero
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont +
Bellflower +
Belmont + + +
Benicia + + + +
Berkeley + + + + | Over-the-Counter permits
Biggs + + + +
Brawley + + + +
Brea + +
Brentwood + +
Buellton + +
Buena Park + +
Burbank + +
Butte County + +
Calabasas + + + +
Calaveras County +
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria + +
Cathedral City + + + +
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Online

availability of Online submittal
permit of application Use of a standard Combined
application and associated electrical plan for permitting
materials materials applications approval
§ 5 s s
g 3 g | 3 g 3 g 3
g ¢ g ¢ s 9 g ¢
3 2 3|2 3 2 3 2
Jurisdiction c S 2 = 5 2 £ ::> 2 £ ::> 2
Ceres + + + +
Chowchilla + + + +
Citrus Heights + + + +
Claremont + + + +
Coachella + + + +
Colma + + + +
Colton + + + +
Commerce + + + +
Contra Costa County + + + +
Corning + + +
Corona + + + +
Coronado + + + +
Costa Mesa + + | + + Flat Fee
Cotati + + + +
Covina + + + +
Culver City + + + +
Cupertino + + + +
Dana Point + + + +
Dinuba + + + +
Dixon + + + +
Dorris + + + +
Downey + + + +
El Cajon + + + | +
El Dorado County + + + +
Emeryville + + + +
Escondido + + + +
Eureka + + + +
Exeter + + + +
Fontana + + +
Foster City + + + +
Fountain Valley + + + +
Fowler + + + +
Fremont + + + +
Fullerton + + + +
expedited processing and reduced building permit
Galt + + + | + fees
Garden Grove + + + +
Gardena + + + +
Gilroy + + + +
Energy efficiency standards and worksheets available
on City website
http://www.ci.glendale.ca.us/planning/Building&Saf
Glendale + + + + | ety2008EnergyEfficiency.asp
Glenn County + + + +
Gonzales + + + +
Grass Valley + + + +
Grover Beach + + + +
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Online
availability of Online submittal
permit of application Use of a standard Combined
application and associated electrical plan for permitting

materials materials applications approval

In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration
In development
Under Consideration
In development

Jurisdiction S o g

Hawaiian Gardens + + + +
Hawthorne + + + +
Hayward + + + +
Hermosa Beach + + | + 4
Hillsborough + + + | +

Hughson + + +

Huntington Beach + + + +

Imperial County + + + &
Inglewood + + + +
Inyo County + + + +
lone + + + +
Irwindale + + + +
Jackson + + + +
La Canada Flintridge + + | + +

La Mesa + + + +

La Palma + + +
La Quinta + + + +
Laguna Niguel + + + +
Lake County + + + + | Permits are fast tracked.
Lake Forest + + + +
Lancaster + + + +

Larkspur + ¥ o

Lawndale + + + +
Lemoore + + + +
Lincoln + + + +
Lindsay + + + ¥
Livermore + + + ¥

Lompoc + + + 4
Los Alamitos + + + +
Los Altos + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + ¥ ¥

Los Gatos + + 4 +
Malibu + + + +
Marin County + + + +
McFarland + + + +
Mendota + + + +
Menifee + + + +
Menlo Park + + + +
Merced + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + +
Mono County + + +
Monrovia + + + +

Montclair + + + +
Monte Sereno + + s
Moorpark + + + +
Moraga + + + +
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Online
availability of Online submittal
permit of application Use of a standard Combined
application and associated electrical plan for permitting
materials materials applications approval

Under Consideration
Under Consideration
Under Consideration
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In development
In development
In development
In development

Jurisdiction

Moreno Valley + +

Morgan Hill + + + +
Morro Bay + +
Murrieta + +
Napa +
Napa County + +
Needles + + +
Nevada City

Nevada County
Newport Beach +
Norco +
Norwalk +
Ontario + + + +
Oroville + + 4 +
Oxnard + + + ¥
Palm Springs + + + +
Palo Alto + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates + +
Paso Robles + +
Patterson + +
Petaluma + +
Piedmont + +
Pismo Beach + +
Placer County + + + o
Plumas County + +
Portola + +
Rancho Palos Verdes | + + + | +
Rancho Santa
Margarita + + + +
Red Bluff + + + +
Redwood City + + +
Reedley + + + +
Rialto + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + +
Rio Vista + + + +
Riverbank + + + ¥

+
+ 4+ o+

+
[+ |+

Time Streamlining

++ |+ +
+
+
+ 0+ |+ |+ +
+
+
+

+ +
+ |+

Low plan check and inspection fees based per hour
Riverside + + + + cost instead of valuation

Rocklin + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + +
Roseville + + + +
Sacramento + + + +
San Bernardino + + + +
San Bernardino
County + + + +
San Carlos + + + +
San Diego + + + +
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Online

availability of Online submittal
permit of application Use of a standard Combined
application and associated electrical plan for permitting
materials materials applications approval
§ 5 s s
g B g |3 g 3 g 3
g ¢ g ¢ s 9 g ¢
3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Jurisdiction £ S = § = ::, = ::,
San Fernando + + + +
San Francisco
County + + + +
San Gabriel + + + +
San Jacinto + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + +
San Juan Bautista + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + +
San Pablo + + + +
San Rafael + + + +
Sand City + + + +
Santa Ana + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + +
Santa Barbara
County + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + +
Santa Rosa + + + +
Saratoga + + + +
Sebastopol + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + +
Simi Valley + + + +
Solana Beach + + + +
Solvang + + + +
Sonoma + + + +
Sonoma County + + + +
Sonora + + + +
South Pasadena + + + +
St Helena + + + + | waiver of all permit, plan check and impact fees
Sunnyvale + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + +
Taft + + + +
Tehama + + + +
Tehama County + + + +
Temple City + + + +
Thousand Oaks + + + +
Tiburon + + + +
Torrance + + + +
Truckee + + + +
Tulare + + + +
Tuolumne County + + + +
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah
Vacaville +
Ventura County + + + +
Vernon + + + +
Victorville + + + +
Villa Park + + + +
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AdOp

d
Adop
d

Visalia + + +
Vista + + + +
Walnut Creek + + +
Weed + + + +
West Covina + + + +
Wheatland + + + +
Willows + + + +
Woodlake + + + +
Yorba Linda + + + +
Such requests are handled as over the counter
Yountville + + + | permits.
Yreka + + + +
Yuba County + + + +
Yucca Valley + + +

Q20. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies or ordinances that govern development of
commercial renewable energy systems on land zoned for agriculture; land designated as prime,

important or unique farmland; or land under Williamson Act contract?

Q20a. If yes, describe these policies, programs, or ordinances.

Jurisdiction

Alameda County

Description of policies/programs

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield
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Jurisdiction
Baldwin Park
Banning
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank

Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County

California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma

+ |+ |+ |+ L6

+ + + + o+ + o+ o+

Description of policies/programs

Up to 5Mw allowed per OS parcel

Zoning Ordinance allows accessory solar
and wind facilities in AG areas, but limits
larger systems that produce energy
delivered off-site to lower value AG lands
(grazing lands).

Zoning regulations allows renewable
energy systems with a conditional use
permit.

Colton
Commerce
Contra Costa County
Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati

Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton

+ + |+ + o+ o+

+ o+ F+ FF A+ +

This is in progress

Renewable energy ordinance accounts for
all land uses.
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Jurisdiction

Galt

Garden Grove
Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales

Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach

Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County
lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale

Lemoore
Lincoln

++ A+ o+ o+ o+ + L

+ i+

Description of policies/programs

If on Agricultural Zone Land, subject to a
voluntary Public Benefit Agreement

Solar power stations allowed through CUP
in agriculture, industrial, and community
facility sites

Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Napa

Napa County
Needles

R R e R e T i o e o I S S S I S S P S R e
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Jurisdiction
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

Placer County
Plumas County
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino

+  +

Description of policies/programs

Williamson Act participant, but relatively
little land subject to the act.

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Solana Beach
Solvang

Sonoma

B I ol I e e e S e e B e e e S I S I S R I S e S e IR I S S S T S S o I S I o I S T S S
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Jurisdiction

Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Weed

West Covina
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County

+ 4+ + o+ o+ o+

+ + + + +F F o+

Description of policies/programs
Updated Williamson Act Rules adopted in
2011; renewable energy opportunity zone
regulations currently in process.

Adopted forms for implementation of
Government Code for Solar Use
Easements on Williamson Act land.

Must mitigate for loss of prime agricultural
lands

Yucca Valley
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APPENDIX E: TRANSPORTATION

Q21. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to become plug-in electric
vehicle (PEV) ready?

Streamlined permitting and inspection processes for charging

infrastructure installations
Participated in, or conducted, training and education programs|

for local officials (e.g., building inspectors, first responders,
Conducted outreach to local residents and businesses on your

Updated zoning and parking policies to accommodate PEV
PEV-related activities and policies

Ll Developed a multi-stakeholder coalition to solve PEV-related
charging infrastructure in public facil

- >
: 3
E 3E
: S —
Jurisdiction g g 2
Alameda County +
Utilities Department offers system rebates
Anaheim * * * * * and waives permit fees
Apple Valley + +
Arcadia +
Artesia + + +
. Our city allows by state law electric golf carts
Avalon to be driven on public streets
Avenal
Azusa + + +
Benicia + Installed PEV infrastructure at City facilities
Berkeley + + + + + +
Brea 4 4 i
Brentwood +
Buellton +
Buena Park +
Burbank 4 4
Calabasas +
Campbell + + +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria + +
Cathedral City + + + + +
Citrus Heights +
Claremont +
Contra Costa County +
Coronado + + + +
Costa Mesa +
installed four PEV charging stations on
. . municipal property, parking policies which
incentivize employer-provided low
Cotati fuel/energy use parking facilities
Covina + +
Cupertino + + + + + +
Dana Point +
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on to solve PEV-related
s to accommodate PEV

charging infrastructure in public facilities
ing and inspection processes for charging
pated in, or conducted, training and education programs

Conducted outreach to local residents and businesses on your

Adopted programs or policies to encourage PEV ownership in
PEV-related activities and policies

Adopted programs to policies to encourage PEV use in the

Developed a multi-stakeholder coal

EAEBE AR R for local officials (e.g., building inspectors, first responders,

o
oo
(= (%}
- s
] E=
Q ©
o] ]
§ 5
- > a0 & =
7] B £ 2 o
= 5 S B 3
= E S £8
o 5 3 £
E 8 5 8§
Jurisdiction = £ S & E
Emeryville +
Escondido
Eureka
Foster City
Fremont
Galt
EV encouraged through Glendale Smart Grid
program. Rate incentives for private EV
installation. Here is FAQ for EV power
installation:
http://www.glendalewaterandpower.com/p
Glendale df/ElectricVehicleChargingInformation.pdf
Grover Beach
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach Work with COG
Hillsborough
Hughson Bought 5 PEVs

Huntington Beach

Inyo County

Zoning allows PEV charging infrastructure in
parking facilities.

La Mesa

Lancaster

Larkspur

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lincoln

Livermore

Los Altos

The City will be looking at
adopting/implementing PEV policies and/or
programs in 2013.

Los Altos Hills

Marin County

Menlo Park

Monrovia

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill

Morro Bay

Morro Bay

Napa

Norco

Oroville

as part of are proposed CAP, staff well be
making recommendations
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Adopted programs to policies to encourage PEV use in the

on to solve PEV-related

Developed a multi-stakeholder coal

s to accommodate PEV

Updated zoning and parking p
charging infrastructure in public facilities

ing and inspection processes for charging

pated in, or conducted, training and education programs

for local officials (e.g., building inspectors, first responders,

Conducted outreach to local residents and businesses on your

PEV-related activities and policies

PRI Adopted programs or policies to encourage PEV ownership in

§
E
£
- > o £
i 8i o
= 5 R
© £ c ©
2 £ ==
A3 5E i
Jurisdiction E E B E 8
Oxnard +
Palo Alto + + +
Patterson + +
Petaluma i
Piedmont + + +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + +
Red Bluff +
Redwood City +
Rialto +
Rio Vista + +
Riverbank
Riverside + + + +
Rohnert Park + +
Installed electric charging facilities in public
+ places and required in new homes in some
Roseville specific plans
Sacramento + + + + + + +
San Bernardino + + +
San Carlos +
San Diego + + + + +
San Francisco County + + + + + +
San Gabriel +
San Jacinto + + + +
San Juan Bautista + +
San Luis Obispo + + + + +
San Rafael + + +
Sand City +
Santa Ana + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + + +
Santa Rosa + +
. . . installed electrical plug-in stations at City
Saratoga Hall and downtown area
Sebastopol + +
. Participation in charging station installation
Simi Valley program.
Solana Beach +
Solvang + +
+ + We have installed a downtown PEV charging
Sonoma station.
Sonoma County + + + + +
St Helena +
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Jurisdiction

Refer to Amador County Regional

Transportation Commission practices and

conditioned development projects to do
installs prior to code amendments -

purchased & installed 2-level/2 chargers for
use at Civic Center for both fleet and public

v
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Q22. To help track development of PEV infrastructure, can you indicate the number of:

Building permits issued for privately

P 8 P N P PSS G R P S P PRSP S owned EV chargers in 2011
Number of EV chargers installed in

municipal facilities

Jurisdiction
Alameda County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn

Avalon

Azusa

Bakersfield
Banning
Bellflower
Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley 3
Biggs

Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
California City
Calistoga
Camarrillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres

Citrus Heights
Claremont 19
Coachella
Colton
Commerce
Corning
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati
Covina
Culver City
Cupertino 17
Dana Point 0
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Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Emeryville

Escondido

Eureka

Fontana

Foster City

Fowler

O OO r U1OoOOo0Oo0 OO o

Galt

Garden Grove

Gonzales

Grover Beach

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Hughson

O U1 O ®EF L OO

OO NOF OOFR,R OOONOOOORrOOoOOo

Huntington Beach

=
o

=
o

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Palma

La Quinta

o »r OO0 O o

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Larkspur

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lindsay

O O rFr u o

Livermore

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

34

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

24

Malibu

Mendota

Menifee

Mission Viejo

Mono County

Monrovia

Montclair

Moorpark

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill

0 OoOjw o & ON OO

N OJO OO OO0 OO0 PP NOONWONONOOOROOO OO
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Building permits issued for privately
Number of EV chargers installed in

-

g

£

g ks

D =

@ E
Jurisdiction g E
Morro Bay 1 1
Murrieta 4 0
Napa 3 0
Napa County 0 0
Needles 0 0
Nevada County 0 0
Norco 0 1
Ontario 5
Oroville 0 0
Oxnard 0 0
Palm Springs 0 4
Palo Alto 20 8
Palos Verdes Estates 0 0
Paso Robles 0 0
Patterson 2 0
Piedmont 5 0
Placer County 0 0
Plumas County 0 0
Portola 0 0
Rancho Palos Verdes 20 0
Rancho Santa Margarita 0 0
Redwood City 29 18
Rio Vista 0 1
Riverbank 0 2
Riverside 14
Rocklin 0 5
Rohnert Park 0 1
Roseville 0 3
Sacramento 0 0
San Bernardino 2
San Bernardino County 0 0
San Carlos 0 0
San Diego 550 24
San Fernando 0 0
San Francisco County 33
San Gabriel 3 2
San Jacinto 1 0
San Joaquin County 0 0
San Juan Bautista 0 1
San Luis Obispo 10 10
San Rafael 10 5
Sand City 0 0
Santa Ana 0
Santa Barbara 8
Santa Barbara County 0 18
Santa Cruz 0 6
Santa Rosa 0 10
Saratoga 17 8
Sebastopol 6 3
Shasta Lake 0 0
Solana Beach 3
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Solvang

Sonoma

St Helena

= Ok

Sunnyvale

2

00

Sutter Creek

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

O OO U1l OoONO NN

Thousand Oaks

[any
[N

Tiburon

P O RrLr OO0 uno

Torrance

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

= O O o

Ventura County

Vernon

w s OO L L NO

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

o o onN

Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina

Yorba Linda

Yountville

Yreka

Yucca Valley

o O r OO o

O ONO OO WV OO K
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Q23. Has your jurisdiction projected the number of PEVs expected in your jurisdiction at
some future point?

Q23a. If yes, please specify the time horizon(s) for your jurisdiction’s projection.l

Q23b. If yes, how many vehicles (or share of the fleet) do you project being PEVs by your
horizon year?

How many
Projected number of PEVs? vehicles?

Yes, for both the community and the

municipal fleet

-
]
Q

=

©
=
4=
=
=]
£
(7]
4=

-
3

L

5
»
(]

>

Yes, for the community
Municipal fleet
Community

Jurisdiction

Alameda County +
Alhambra

Alpine County
Alturas

American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson

Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia

Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa +
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning +
Beaumont +
Bellflower +
Belmont + 5
Benicia +
Berkeley

Big Bear Lake
Biggs
Brawley

Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank +
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County +

+ 4+ F F o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

+ +

+ 4+ o+ o+ +

+ +

! This question was excluded from the following table due to the fact that no jurisdictions responded to it.
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How many
Projected number of PEVs? vehicles?

municipal fleet
Municipal fleet

Community

Jurisdiction

California City i+
Calistoga +
Camarillo +
Campbell +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria +
Cathedral City + 10
Ceres +
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights +
Claremont + 0 550
Coachella +
Colma
Colton +
Commerce +
Contra Costa County
Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

Covina +
Culver City
Cupertino

Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka +
Exeter
Fontana
Foster City +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler +
Fremont + 2
Fullerton i
Galt +
Garden Grove +
Gardena +
Gilroy i+
Glendale +
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach

Yes, for both the community and the

-
7]
(7]

=

©
=
=
c
=]
£
(]
4=
=
3
e
5
%)
(X
>

Yes, for the community

+

+ 4+ o+ + o+

+ 4+ + F o+ + + o+

+ +

+ + 4+
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How many
Projected number of PEVs? vehicles?

-
7]
(7]

=

©
=
=
c
=]
£
(]
4=
=
3
e
5
%)
(X
>

municipal fleet
Municipal fleet

Community

Jurisdiction

Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach +
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest +
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc +
Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County +
McFarland +
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park +
Merced +
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay +
Murrieta +

Yes, for both the community and the

Yes, for the community

+ o+ F o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ + 4+ o+ o+

+ + 4+ 4+ + o+ + + + + o+ +

+

+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+
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Jurisdiction

Napa

Napa County
Needles

Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk

Ontario

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach
Placer County
Plumas County
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino
San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Yes, for the municipal fleet

Projected number of PEVs?

Yes, for both the community and the

Yes, for the community
municipal fleet

+ o+ o+ o+

+ o+ F F o+ o+ +

+ o+ o+ o+ o+ +

+ + 4+ + o+

How many
vehicles?

Y Municipal fleet

10

12

Community

15000
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How many
Projected number of PEVs? vehicles?

municipal fleet
Municipal fleet

Community

Jurisdiction

Santa Ana + 10
Santa Barbara +
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley +
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma +
Sonoma County +
Sonora +
South Pasadena +
St Helena +
Sunnyvale +
Sutter Creek +
Taft +
Tehama

Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon

Torrance
Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville +
Ventura County +
Vernon
Victorville
Villa Park + 3
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina +
Wheatland +
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda +
Yountville i 3
Yreka +
Yuba County +
Yucca Valley +

Yes, for both the community and the

-
7]
(7]

=

©
=
=
c
=]
£
(]
4=

-
3

e

5
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>

Yes, for the community

+ o+ 4+ 4+ o+

+ +

+ 4+ + F F o+ o+ + A+

+ +

+ 4+ o+ o+

+ +
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Q24. Has your jurisdiction “modified the circulation element to plan for a balanced,
multimodal transportation network that meets the needs of all users of streets,
roads, and highways...” (Government Code 65303(b)(2)(A)?

3
o
<
3
>
c
o
(=]

Jurisdiction

Alameda County
Alhambra +
Alpine County +
Alturas +
American Canyon +
Anaheim +
Anderson +
Angels Camp +
Antioch +
Apple Valley +
Arcadia +
Artesia +
Atascadero +
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa +
Bakersfield +
Baldwin Park +
Banning +
Beaumont +
Bellflower +
Belmont s
Benicia +
Berkeley +
Biggs +
Brawley +
Brea +
Brentwood +
Buellton +
Buena Park +
Burbank +
Butte County +
Calabasas +
Calaveras County i
California City +
Calistoga +
Camarillo +
Campbell +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria
Cathedral City +
Ceres +
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights +
Claremont +
Coachella
Colma
Colton +
Commerce

Contra Costa County
Corning

Corona

+ NES

+
+

+ +

+ o+ o+ o+
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Jurisdiction

Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati

Covina

Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler
Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Gilroy
Glendale
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County
Inglewood

Inyo County
lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln

Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

+ + + + + o+

&l Don't Know
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Jurisdiction

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee

Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard

Palm Springs
Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson
Petaluma
Piedmont
Pismo Beach
Placer County
Plumas County
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff
Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank
Riverside
Rocklin
Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento
San Bernardino
San Bernardino County
San Carlos
San Diego

San Fernando
San Francisco County

+

+ + + o+

3
o
<
3
»
c
o
(=]

+
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Jurisdiction

San Gabriel
San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael
Sand City

Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville

Yreka

Yuba County
Yucca Valley

+

+

+ 4+ + + + o+

+ + + o+ +

+

&l Don't Know
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Q25. Has your jurisdiction adopted any of the following?

Bicycle Master Plan
Pedestrian Master Plan
Complete Streets Plan
None of the above

Jurisdiction

Alameda County
Alhambra +
Alpine County +
Alturas +
American Canyon + +
Anaheim +
Anderson
Angels Camp + +
Antioch +
Apple Valley + +
Arcadia +
Artesia +
Atascadero +
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa +
Bakersfield +
Baldwin Park +
Banning +
Beaumont + +
Bellflower +
Belmont +
Benicia +
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton +
Buena Park +
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County +
California City
Calistoga
Camairillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria +
Cathedral City +
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights +
Claremont + +

28 Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

+ + |+ |+ |+

+
+
+

+ + + ++
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Jurisdiction
Coachella

Ll Bicycle Master Plan

L Pedestrian Master Plan

Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

c
&
o
v
2
@
o
S
S
)
]
2
L
o
£
]
o

None of the above

Colma

Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County

Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

Covina

Culver City

Culver City

Cupertino

Dana Point

Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Emeryville

Escondido

Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler

Fremont

Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington Beach

Imperial County

Inglewood
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Jurisdiction
Inyo County

gl Bicycle Master Plan

Pedestrian Master Plan

Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

Complete Streets Plan

None of the above

lone

Irwindale

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Larkspur

Larkspur

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lincoln

Lindsay

+ + + +

Livermore

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

Marin County

McFarland

Mendota

Menifee

Menlo Park

Merced

Mission Viejo

Mono County

+ 4+ |+ |+

Monrovia

Montclair

Monte Sereno

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill

Morro Bay

Morro Bay

Murrieta

Napa

Napa County

Needles

Nevada City
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Jurisdiction
Nevada County

Ll Bicycle Master Plan

L Pedestrian Master Plan

Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

c
&
o
v
2
@
o
S
S
)
]
2
L
o
£
]
o

None of the above

Nevada County

Newport Beach

+

Norco

Norwalk

Ontario

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates

Paso Robles

Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach

Placer County

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Riverside County

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

San Ramon

Sand City
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Jurisdiction
Santa Ana

Pedestrian Master Plan

2l Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

gl Complete Streets Plan

None of the above

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County

Santa Cruz

SRR AR Bicycle Master Plan

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Solana Beach

Solvang

Sonoma

Sonoma County

Sonora

South Pasadena

St Helena

Suisun City

Sunnyvale

Sutter Creek

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

Temple City

Thousand Oaks

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+

Tiburon

Torrance

Truckee

+ [+

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County

Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina

Wheatland

Wildomar

Willows

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville
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Q26. Has your jurisdiction adopted pedestrian or bicycle infrastructure standards that include requirements in the following areas?

Proximity or
integration
with transit

Proximity to

residential,
employment, Standards for
or commercial new
areas developments

Availability of
other bicycle
amenities

Tree canopy or
aesthetic
standards

Complete
Streets

Lighting

Traffic calming standards

o s o s o ) o o s ] o s o o = s o
Jurisdiction s & 2 g 2 & & s & 2 & g 2 & & g 2
Alameda County + + + + n + + + +
Alhambra + + + + + + ¥ +
Alpine County + + + + + + ¥ + ¥
Alturas + + + + + + ¥ +
American Canyon + + + + + + ¥ + +
Anaheim + + + + + + +
Anderson + + + + + + + + + + +
Angels Camp + + + + + ¥ +
Antioch + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + + + + + ¥ + +
Arcadia + + + + o ¥ +
Artesia + + + + + + n +
Atascadero + + + + + + + + +
Auburn + + + + + + ¥ +
Avalon + + + + + ¥ ¥ +
Avenal + + + + + + + +
Azusa + + + + + + o +
Bakersfield + + + + + + + + + + +
Baldwin Park + + + + + ¥ + + ¥
Banning + + + + + + + + +
Beaumont + + + + + + + + 4 +
Bellflower + + + + + + N .
Belmont + + + + + + + +
Benicia + + + + + + + " + +
Berkeley + + + + + ¥ ¥ ¥
Biggs + + + + + + + + + + +
Brawley + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
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Proximity to

residential,

Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or

integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete

with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets

c c c c c c c c
8 8 i 4 i & & &

v & ] -] ] H] ] v & 3 ] ] ] o ] 5 5 H
Jurisdiction a & 2 & 2 gl 2 & & 2 g 2 g 2 g 2 & 2
Brea + + + + + + + +
Brentwood + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Buellton + + + + + + + + + n +
Buena Park + + + + ¥ +
Burbank + + + + + + + ¥ +
Butte County + + + + + + + + +
Calabasas + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Calaveras County + + + + + a +
California City + + + + + + + + " +
Calistoga + + + + + + + + + +
Camairillo + + + + + + + +
Campbell + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + + + " +
Carpinteria + + + + + ¥ +
Cathedral City + + + + + ¥ + *
Ceres + + + + + y
Chowchilla + + + + + + ¥ +
Citrus Heights + + + + + + + 4 4
Claremont + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Coachella + + + + + + ¥ +
Colma + + + + + + + +
Colton + + + + + + +
Commerce + + + + + + + +
Contra Costa County + + + + + + + 4 ¥ ¥ ¥ + +
Corning + + + + + + + +
Corona + + + + + + + +
Coronado + + + + ¥ ¥ . .
Costa Mesa + L I + + |+ + + | Ona case by case basis
Cotati + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Covina + + + + + + + T s s s + + +
Culver City + + + + + + + + + + + + ¥ + +
Cupertino + + + + + +
Dana Point + + + + ¥ " + +
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Dinuba

Dixon
Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

+ 0+ |+ +

+ + + + + |+

+ 0+ + o+ ]+

+ 4+ +

+ 4+ +

+ 4+ |+ +

Emeryville

Escondido

+

In progress as part of General
Plan implementation program

Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler

+ + + +

Fremont

+ + 4+ + +

+ o+ +

Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove

+ o+ |+ o+

+ 4+ |+ +

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Policies in Community Plan and
City currently looking for funding
to create a Green Streets Plan

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

++ |+ |+ |+

Hawthorne

+ |+ +

++ + + + o+

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

ae

Hillsborough

++ + + + + +++

|+

B e I e o o I o Y

P N N A
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Hughson

s

B

4L

Huntington Beach
Imperial County

Inglewood

+ + + |+

+ + + |+

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

+ 4+ + + o+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+ +

La Canada Flintridge

+ |+ |+ + ]+

+ [+ |+ |+

La Mesa

La Palma

Es

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

E o B e e e

+

Larkspur

+ + |+ |+ |+

+

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lincoln

Lindsay

+ |+

+ + |+ o+

Livermore

+ 4+ 4+ + o+

Lompoc

+ o+ + o+ +

Los Alamitos

+

Los Altos

+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Los Altos Hills

+

Circulation Element update

project to be completed in 2013

Los Gatos

s

as

4n

4n

I

I

dn

General Plan policies, Traffic
Calming program

Malibu

Marin County

McFarland

Mendota

+ + + +

+ + |+ o+

++ |+ +

+ |+ |+ |+

++ |+ +

+ [+ [+ |+

+ [+ [+ |+

+ |+ [+ |+
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Proximity to

residential,
Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or
integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete
with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets
c c c c c c c c
8 8 i 4 i & & &

v B B P 5 El sl 9 E & 5 E 3 o £ & %
Jurisdiction 8 & 2 & 2 g 2| a & 2 & 2 g 2 a & 2 & 2
Menifee + + + + + + + +
Menlo Park + + + + + + + + + + +
Merced + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + + + + + + for some areas
Monrovia + + + + + + + +
Montclair + + + + + + + +
Monte Sereno + + + + + + + +
Moorpark + + + + + + + + + + +
Moraga + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Moreno Valley + + + + + + + +
Morgan Hill + + + + + + + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + + + + +
Murrieta + + + + + + +
Napa + + + + + + + +
Napa County + + + + + + +
Needles + + + + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + + + +
Nevada County + + + + + + + + + + + +
Newport Beach + + + + + +
Norco + + + + + + + + + +
Norwalk + + + + + + +
Ontario + + + + + + + + + + + + + +

working to add Complete Street

+ + + + + + + + + policies as part of the Targeted
Oroville General Plan Update
Oxnard + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Palm Springs i i i + i i ¥ +
Palo Alto + + + + + + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates i i i i i i i
Paso Robles + + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
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Proximity to

residential,
Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or
integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete
with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets
c c c c c c c c
(] 8 © © i (] & (]
= = b S b S S b
2 i k7] a o ] a v Q2 ] ]
[< Q [} ()] o ()] ()] ()] [ ()] (]
isdicti e 3 3 3 g 3 3 3 g 3 3
Jurisdiction o & e = =8 o 2 = 2 K3
Combined Bike/Ped and SR2S
. + + + + + + + +
Piedmont Plan Underway
Pismo Beach + + + + + + + ¥ + +
Placer County + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Pending GP update has some
+ + + + + + + + .
Plumas County policies
Portola + + + + + + + + + + + +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + + + + + + + +
Rancho Santa
- + + + + + + + + + + + +
Margarita
Red Bluff + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Redwood City + + + + + + + + ¥ "
Reedley + + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + + a a
Ridgecrest + + + + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + + + + @+ +
Riverbank + + + + + + ¥ "
Riverside + + + + + o ¥ +
Rocklin + + + + + + + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + o o
Roseville + + + + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + n + + + + +
San Bernardino + + + + + + + + - .
San Bernardino County | + + + + + + + + +
San Carlos + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Diego + + + + + + + + + + + + 4 4
San Fernando + + + + + + + +
San Francisco County + o o i + + + + + + @ @ + o ¥ ¥
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Proximity to

residential,
Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or
integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete
with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets
c c c c c c c c
(] 8 © © © & © (]
s Z Z 2 2 Z 2 Z 2 Z
s 3 3 g s 8 g g g $
Jurisdiction o 8 8 S o & S s e 8
Adopted Specific Plans include
these elements. Will adopt
citywide citywide Complete
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + .
Streets standards addressing
most elements above with next
San Gabiriel GP update.
San Jacinto + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + + + + + + + +
San Juan Bautista + i i + i + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + + + + + + +
San Pablo + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
San Rafael + + + + + + + +
Sand City + + + + + + + +
Santa Ana + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Cruz + + + + + + + + + + + +
Santa Rosa + + + + + + + + + + + +
Saratoga + + + + + + + +
Sebastopol + + + + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + + + + + +
With the General Plan update
we are in the process of
+ + + + + + + + implementing all in question 25
and are assessing all in question
Solana Beach 26.
Solvang + + + + + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + + + + + + + + +
Sonoma County + + + + + + + + + + ¥ ¥
Sonora + + + + + + + ¥ o
South Pasadena + + + + + + + +
St Helena + + + + + + + + +

217



Proximity to

residential,
Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or
integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete
with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets

o = o o = o = ) = ] ) = o s = o o s
Jurisdiction g2 & 2 @ & a & a2 & 2 & & a & g 2 w &
Sunnyvale + + + + + + + + + + + +

. + + + + + + + Through Arr‘!ador Cour?ty.
Sutter Creek Transportation Commission
Taft + + + + + + + + + +
Tehama + + + + + + +
Tehama County + + + + + + + + + +
Temple City + + + + + + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + + + + + + + +
Tiburon + + + + + + + +
Torrance + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Truckee + + + + + + +
Tulare + + + + + + + + + +
Tuolumne County i + i + +
Turlock + + + + + + + + + +
Ukiah + + + + + + +
Vacaville + + + + + + + + | Working on it
Ventura County i i i + + + + +
Vernon + + + + + + + +
Victorville i i i + + + + +
Villa Park + + + + + + + +
Visalia + + + + + + + +
Vista + + + + + + + + + + +
Walnut Creek i i i + + + +
Weed + + + + + + +
West Covina + + + + + +
Working on Tree

+ + + + + + + + + + + + Canopy/Aesthetic Standards,
Wheatland Traffic Calming
Willows + + + + + + + +
Woodlake + + + + + + +
Yorba Linda + i + + + +
Yountville + + + + + + + +
Yreka + + + + + + + +
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Proximity to

residential,
Proximity or employment, Standards for Availability of Tree canopy or
integration or commercial new Lighting other bicycle aesthetic Complete

with transit areas developments Traffic calming standards amenities standards Streets

c c c c c c c c

8 8 .8 8 .8 .8 .8 .8
o £ 5 o X o o £ & 5 o E %
° D < ° H o H S ] < H ° H 3 < D <
> - = > - > L] > - = L] > - - = - =
Jurisdicti = (7] (7] = (7] = 7] = 7] (7] [7] = [7] [} Q [ Q
urisdiction o a 2 ) a [ o o a 2 o o a [ 2 o 2
Yuba County + + + + + + + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + + + + + +
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APPENDIX F: WATER

Q27. Does your agency use the California Water Plan as a resource in the following activities?

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

Updating the
General Plan

Do not engage in this activity

Updating the
Specific Plan

Yes

Do not engage in this activity

Yes

Evaluating
projects

Do not engage in this activity

Developing
ordinances
and/or policies

Yes

Do not engage in this activity

Updating the

Urban Water
Management

Plan

Alhambra

EE S Do not engage in this activity

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

+ 4+ +

Anderson

Angels Camp

+

+ + + + + +

+ 4+ [+ [+ ]+

Antioch

Apple Valley

+

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Do not know these answers

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

Not sure re: updating the
Urban Water Management
Plan

Butte County

Calabasas

Calaveras County

California City

+ + + +

Calistoga

+ + 4+ + |+

+ 4+ + |+
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Updating the
Developing Urban Water

Updating the Updating the Evaluating ordinances Management
General Plan Specific Plan projects and/or policies Plan

> > >
2 2 4 g £

Jurisdiction
Camarillo
Campbell + + + + +
Carlsbad +
Carpinteria + + + +
Cathedral City +
Ceres + + + + +
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma + + + + +
Colton +
Commerce + +
Contra Costa County
Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa +
Cotati

£l Do not engage in this act
£l Do not engage in this act
Ll Do not engage in this act
£l Do not engage in this act
Ll Do not engage in this act

+
+
+
+

+ + + +
+ + + + +
+ + + + +
+
+ + + +

+
-
o
+
o
+

+ |+ |+ |+
+ 0+ + o+

+

City Public Works or City
Covina Environmental agency may
Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba
Dixon
Dorris + + + + +
Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido + + + + + Do not know
Eureka + + + +
Exeter
Fontana + + + + +
Foster City + + + + +
Fountain Valley + + + + +
Fowler + + + + +
Fremont i + + +
Fullerton + + + + +
Galt + + + + +
Garden Grove + + + + +
Gardena + + + + +
Gilroy + + + + +

+ o+ +
+ 4+ [+ |+
+
+
+

+ + |+ +
+ |+

+ |+ [+ |+

+ + |+ o+
+

+
+
+
+

DO NOT KNOW needs to be
+ + + + + given as an option for all of
Glendale the above questions.
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Updating the

Developing Urban Water
Updating the Updating the Evaluating ordinances Management
General Plan Specific Plan projects and/or policies Plan
F = =
K K 2 2 0
s s = s =
£ £ £ £ £
() () () Q
] ] S 5] S
E E E £ :
Jurisdiction SRS = A =LA = g1 8
Glenn County + + + + +
Gonzales + + + + +
Grass Valley + + + + +
Grover Beach + + + + +
Hawaiian Gardens + + + + +
Hawthorne + + + + +
Hayward + + + + +
Hermosa Beach + + + + +
Hillsborough + + + + +
Hughson + + + + +
Huntington Beach + + + + +
Imperial County + + + + +
Inglewood + + + + +
Inyo County + + + + +
lone + + + + +
Irwindale + + + + +
Jackson + + + + +
La Canada Flintridge + + + + +
La Mesa + + + + +
La Palma + + + +
La Quinta + + + +
Laguna Niguel + + +
Lake County + + + + +
Lake Forest + + + + +
Lancaster + + + + +
Larkspur + + + + +
Lawndale + + + + +
+ + + . . not sure on the urban water
Lemoore management plan
Groundwater Management
Lincoln * * * * * Plan ¢
Lindsay 4 4 + i +
Livermore + + + + +
Lompoc + + + + +
Los Alamitos + + + + +
Los Altos + + + + +
Los Altos Hills + + + + +
Los Gatos + + + +
Malibu + + + + +
Marin County + + + +
McFarland + + + + +
Mendota + + + + ¥
Menifee + + + + +
Menlo Park + + + +
Merced + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + ¥
Mono County + + + + + IRWMP participation
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Updating the

Developing Urban Water
Updating the Updating the Evaluating ordinances Management
General Plan Specific Plan projects and/or policies Plan
z z z
() () 2 0
s s = =
= = £ £
() () ()
] ] S S
E E E :
Jurisdiction 1 1 2 =
Monrovia + + + + +
Montclair + + + + +
Monte Sereno + + + + +
Moorpark + + + + +
Moraga + + + + +
Moreno Valley + + + + +
Morgan Hill + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + +
Murrieta + + + +
Napa + + + + +
Napa County + + + +
Needles + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + +
Nevada County + + + +
Newport Beach + + + +
Norco + + + + +
Norwalk + + + + +
Ontario + + + + +
Oroville + + + + +
Oxnard + + + + +
Palm Springs + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates + + + + +
Paso Robles + + + + +
Patterson + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + +
Piedmont + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + +
Placer County + + + + +
Plumas County + + + + +
Portola + + + + +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita + + + i i
Red Bluff + + + + +
Redwood City + + + + +
Reedley + + + + +
Rialto + + + W+ ¥
Ridgecrest + + + + +
Rio Vista + + + W+ ¥
Riverbank + + + + +
Riverside + + + +
Rocklin + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + W+
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + +
San Bernardino + + + + +
San Bernardino County + + + + +
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Updating the

Developing Urban Water
Updating the Updating the Evaluating ordinances Management
General Plan Specific Plan projects and/or policies Plan

= = = Z =
2 2 2 2 >
ks ks k5] k5] k5]
(1] (1] © (1] ©
K K 2 2 )
= = = £ =
= = = - =
£ £ £ £ =
() () () Q ()
[-T) [-T) 1) [T [T
(] (] (] (] (]
[-T) [-T) oo -7 oo
c c [= c [=
(7 (7 (] (7 (]
° ° ° 1} °
c o c = c =
Jurisdiction 1 g 1 2 2 =
San Carlos + + + + +
San Diego Integrated
+ + + + + Regional Water Management
San Diego Plan
San Fernando + + + + +
San Francisco County + + + + +
San Gabriel + + + + +
San Jacinto + + + + +
San Joaquin County + + + + +
San Juan Bautista + + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + + +
San Pablo + + + + +
San Rafael + + + + +
Planned and constructed a
. + + + + + . L I
Sand City city desalination facility.
Santa Ana + + + + +
understanding state water
+ + + + + K
Santa Barbara policy
Integrated Regional Water
+ + + + +
Santa Barbara County Management Program
Santa Cruz + + + + +
Santa Rosa + + + + +
Saratoga 4 + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + + +
The City refers to the San
+ + + + + Diego County Plan. The City
Solana Beach is not the provider of water.
Solvang + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + +
Sonoma County + + + + +
Sonora + + + + +
South Pasadena + + + + +
St Helena + + + + +
Suisun City
Sunnyvale + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + + +
Taft + + + + +
Tehama + + + + +
Tehama County + + + W+ ¥
Temple City + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + + + + +
Tiburon + + + + +
Torrance + + + W+
Truckee + + + + +
Tulare i + + + +
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Updating the
Developing Urban Water

Updating the Updating the Evaluating ordinances Management
General Plan Specific Plan projects and/or policies Plan

2 : ; : 2

k5] k5] k5] k5] k5]
(1] (1] © (1] ©
() () 2 2 )
= = = = =
- - = - =
] ] £ £ £
() () () Q ()
[-T) [-T) 1) [T [T
5 5 o 5 5
c c [= c [=
(7 (7 (] (7 (]
° ° ° 1} °
c c = c =
R o [=} o] ] [=]

Jurisdiction [=) (=] [=) [=) [=]

Tuolumne County + + + + +

Turlock i + + + +

Ukiah + + + + +

Vacaville + + + + +

Ventura County + + + + +

Vernon + + + * i

Victorville + + + + +

Villa Park i + + + +

Visalia + + + + +

Vista W + + + i

Walnut Creek + + + + +

Waterford

Weed + + + + +

West Covina W + + + i

Wheatland + + + + +

Wildomar

Willows + + + + +

Woodlake + + + +

Yorba Linda + + + + +

Yountville + + + * *

Yreka + + + + +

Yuba County + + + i

Yucca Valley + + + + s
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Q28. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs and/or policies to improve water use efficiency?

Q28a. If yes, what form have these programs and policies taken?

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

ns (e.g., limited landscape

Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape

Development standards that require or promote low-impact
watering times)

Regulations that prohibit development projects that would
development (LID)

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale
result in a net increase in water use

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings at re-sale

Ordinances for recycled water
Residential water use restri

watering times)
£l Requirements for water metering at residential developments

Ll Ordinances or landscaping standards

+ VS

Does it combine capital investment or maintenance issues in...?

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

automated meter reading devices

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Requirements for water metering
at commercial developments

Arcadia

Artesia

+
+

Atascadero

+

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

+ o+ |+ +
++ [+ +

Baldwin Park

Banning

+
+

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

+
+
+

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

+ o+ [+ +
+ 4+ [+ |+

Burbank

Butte County

++ +
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Jurisdiction
Calabasas

Water
management
plan?

+ NS

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings at re-sale

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale

Regulations that prohibit development projects that would

result in a net increase in water use

Does it combine capital investment or maintenance issues in...?

kll Ordinances for recycled water

Ll Ordinances or landscaping standards

Development standards that require or promote low-impact

development (LID)

Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape

watering times)

Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape

watering times)

Requirements for water metering at residential developments

Calaveras County

California City

Tiered billing

Calistoga

Camarillo

Reclaimed Water Lines

Campbell

Carlsbad

Carpinteria

+ 4+ +

+ 4+ +

Cathedral City

Ceres

B

Chowchilla

Citrus Heights

Claremont

Coachella

Colma

Colton

+ ++ o+

+ + |+ o+

Commerce

Contra Costa County

Corning

Adopted the model water
efficient ordinance prepared by
the Department of Water
Resources

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

+ 4+ |+ |+

Covina

Culver City

+

Cupertino

+

++ |+ |+

Dana Point

+ o+

+ o+

Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Emeryville

Escondido

Eureka
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Water
management
plan?

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings at re-sale

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale

Regulations that prohibit development projects that would

result in a net increase in water use

Does it combine capital investment or maintenance issues in...?

Development standards that require or promote low-impact

Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape

Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape

Requirements for water metering at residential developments

g
2
g g
")
5 3 T 57 §%
e e 8 = =
o o o ‘= =
. 5 % 2 £ £
Jurisdiction O o o 2 £ ES
Exeter + + +
Fontana i i + i
Foster City + + +
Fountain Valley + + +
Fowler + + + + +
+ . Cal Green Tier I, Climate Action
Fremont Plan policies
Fullerton +
Galt + General Plan policies
Garden Grove + + +
Gardena
Gilroy +
LID applicable to extent required
by state. Purple pipe plan exists,
. . . . . . . but limited by funding. Greener
Glendale Plan includes additional
efficiency and conservation
Glendale programs
Glenn County +
Gonzales + + +
Grass Valley
Grover Beach 4 + i
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne
Indoor water use efficiency
+ + + +
Hayward standards
Hermosa Beach i + i + i
Hillsborough + + +
Hughson i §is i i
+ + . Mitigation measures in CEQA
Huntington Beach documents
Imperial County +
Inglewood +
Inyo County +
lone +
Irwindale +
Jackson +
La Canada Flintridge W
La Mesa + + +
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Water
management
plan? Does it combine capital investment or maintenance issues in...?

Regulations that prohibit development projects that would
result in a net increase in water use

Development standards that require or promote low-impact
Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape
Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape
Requirements for water metering at residential developments

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings at re-sale
Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale

Bl Ordinances or landscaping standards

)
(7
2
(1]
H
-]
9
[%}
by —_—
g =
5 T 8% £%
= € £ £
] g ] =
e 8 = =
w o = =
— [7]) (] [T
s o = & ® ®
Jurisdiction O o 2 £ ES
La Palma +
La Quinta + +
Laguna Niguel +
Lake County +
Lake Forest +
Lancaster + + + + +
Green building regulations
require non-residential remodels,
additions, and alterations
reaching a certain valuation
threshold to achieve minimum
+ + + + ) ,
baseline requirements for water
efficiency (WE P1) under LEED’s
Commercial Interiors or
Maintenance and Operations
Larkspur rating system.
Lawndale + +
Lemoore +
Lincoln + + + + Implementation of AB 1881
Lindsay +
Livermore + +
Lompoc + + +
Los Alamitos +
Los Altos + + +
Los Altos Hills
Los Angeles
Los Gatos + +
Malibu + +
Marin County +
McFarland +
Mendota + + +
Menifee + +
Menlo Park +
Merced + + + +
Mission Viejo + + +
Mono County + + + general conservation policies
Monrovia +
Montclair i s S s S
Monte Sereno +
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Water
management
plan? Does it combine capital investment or maintenance issues in...?

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale
Regulations that prohibit development projects that would
result in a net increase in water use

Development standards that require or promote low-impact
Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape
Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape
Requirements for water metering at residential developments

o
(4]
@
(1]
g
-
©
w
oo

£

i

E
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=
o
=
(7}
£
£
o
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£

'2
w
2
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(7}
£
(7}
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o
(V]
S

=

&=
o
o
£
V]

o

Ordinances or landscaping standards

)
(7
-]
(1]
H
-]
9
[%}
by —_—
g 3
5 T 8% £%
= € £ £
] g ] =
e a g ¥
w o = =
— [ [ [T
. . . 'E > 4‘; ‘(;
Jurisdiction o 2 £ ES
Incentive provided by the Public
. . + + + + + + + .
Riverside Utilities Department
Rocklin +
Rohnert Park + + + +
Require all new specific plan
areas to include a water
+ + + + + conservation plan to reduce
water use by approx. 20% over
Roseville business as usual.
Sacramento i i + i + i
San Bernardino + +
San Bernardino County + +
San Carlos + + + +
San Diego + + + + + + + + + +
San Fernando + + + +
San Francisco County + + + +
Development standards that
require or promote low-impact
+ + + development (LID) is underway as
part of the Greening the Code
San Gabiriel project.
San Jacinto i + i + i
San Joaquin County + + +
San Juan Bautista + + + + +
San Luis Obispo + + + + + +
San Pablo i i +
San Rafael + + +
Sand City + + + + + + +
Santa Ana + +
Comprehensive public
information & awareness
+ + + + + + + ; .
programs, rate incentives,
Santa Barbara declining block rate
Santa Barbara County + + + + Water wise incentive programs
Santa Cruz + + + + + + + +
Separate irrigation meter for all
new multifamily residential. Cal
+ + + + + X
Green requirements for new
Santa Rosa development
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Q29. Does your jurisdiction have a jurisdiction-wide water management plan that combines capital

investment or maintenance issues in the following areas?

Jurisdiction

Alameda County
Alhambra
Alpine County
Alturas
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia
Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea
Brentwood
Buellton

Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma

Colton
Commerce
Contra Costa County
Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa

Wastewater

+ 44+ +

+

LR Stormwater

+

i+ o+ +

+4+

+

+

Surface water

+

Ground water

None of the above

Also recycled water and water. Ground
water is in development.
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Jurisdiction
Cotati

Covina

Culver City
Cupertino

Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County

Industry
Inglewood
Inyo County
lone
Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Wastewater

+ +

+ 4+

+ 4+

Stormwater

+ 4+ +

+ 4+

Surface water

LAY Ground water

None of the above

|+ |+ |+ [+

NPDES infrastructure and maintenance
included in CIP
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Jurisdiction

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Angeles
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco

Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville
Oxnard

Palm Springs
Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson
Petaluma
Pismo Beach
Placer County
Plumas County
Portola
Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff
Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank
Riverside
Rocklin
Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento
San Bernardino
San Bernardino County
San Carlos
San Diego

San Fernando

+ WWESGEEIET

I+

A

++

++ [+

++

Ll Stormwater

+

A

+

Surface water

+

+4 o+

++ [+

Ground water

|+ ]|+

+ 4+ o+

+

None of the above

o+ o+

o+

recycled water

East Bay MUD
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Jurisdiction

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach

Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
South San Francisco
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare
Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Union City
Vacaville
Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yuba County

+ |+ [+ WEREVEIE

+ |+

+4 4+

EAESE AR IR SRR S Stormwater

+ 4+

+

+ 4+

Ll Surface water

++

+

£l Ground water

+ o+ o+ +

+

+ o+ o+ o+

None of the above

|+ |+ |+

Water system Master Plan & Stormwater
Master Plan

Not jurisdiction-wide, but lots of water
related planning activities.

Performed by special districts

Purchased water
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Jurisdiction
Yucca Valley

Wastewater
Stormwater

Surface water

Ground water

£l None of the above

Q30. Has your jurisdiction participated in a regional water planning process?

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

w
w
o
o
<)
2
s
c
o
o
-
c
(7]
£
(7]
(7}
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c
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2
S
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3
=
]
c
2
()
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2
(4]
o
o0
(7]
2
(=4
)
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r]
=
°
[
2
1]
2
=
=
E )
©
o
w
(U
>

Yes, participated in another regional water

management plan

ction has not participated in

any regional water planning processes

Alhambra

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

+ 4+ +

Anderson

Angels Camp

+

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

+

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

Brentwood

+

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

+

Butte County

Calabasas

238



Calaveras County

California City

Calistoga

Camairillo

Campbell

Carlsbad

Carpinteria

Cathedral City

Ceres

Chowchilla

Citrus Heights

Claremont

Coachella

Colma

Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County

Corning

Corona

Coronado

Costa Mesa

Cotati

+ 0+ |+ o+

Covina

Culver City

Cupertino

Dana Point

Dinuba

Dixon

+

Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County

Emeryville

Escondido

+ o+ |+ o+

Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler

Fremont

Fullerton

Galt

++ |+ |+

Garden Grove

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County

Gonzales
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Jurisdiction
Grass Valley

pated in the Integrated
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pated in another regional water

management plan

No, our jurisdiction has not participated in
any regional water planning processes

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington Beach

Imperial County

Inglewood

Inyo County

+ ]+ + |+ +

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Larkspur

Lawndale

Lemoore

Lincoln

Lindsay

Livermore

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

Marin County

McFarland

Mendota

Menifee

Merced

Mission Viejo

Mono County

Monrovia

Montclair

Monte Sereno

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill
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Morro Bay

Murrieta

Napa

Napa County

Needles

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Norco

Norwalk

Ontario

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

+ o+ ]+ o+

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates

Paso Robles

Patterson

Petaluma

Pismo Beach

Placer County

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto

++ |+ +

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

+ o+ [+ o+

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

+

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

San Francisco County

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

San Pablo
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Jurisdiction
San Rafael
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Yes, participated in another regional water

management plan

No, our jurisdiction has not participated in
any regional water planning processes

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County

+ 4+ [+ |+

Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

+

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Solana Beach

+ + + |+

Solvang

Sonoma

Sonoma County

+ 4+ [+ |+ |+ +

Sonora

South Pasadena

+ + |+ o+

St Helena

Sunnyvale

Sutter Creek

Taft

Tehama

Tehama County

Temple City

Temple City

Thousand Oaks

Tiburon

Torrance

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County

Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek

Weed

West Covina

Wheatland

Willows

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville

Yreka
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APPENDIX G: PUBLIC OUTREACH AND COMMUNICATION

Q31. Does your jurisdiction distribute materials in languages other than English?

Q31a. If yes, how do you determine which language(s) to distribute materials in?

Jurisdiction

Alameda County
Alhambra
Alpine County
Alturas
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch

Apple Valley
Arcadia
Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal

Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley

Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City

Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights

+ 0+ |+ +

Means in which language(s) in which to distribute
materials is/are determined

Consider the audience and topic and review census
demographic data

Us Census

Proportion of population

demographics of local population

Not Sure.
Based on neighborhood

case by case

Demographic Data
As needed for specific projects.

Don't know.

Based on population.
Spanish

Based on census demographic data

Ceres has a large Hispanic population, and
therefore, Spanish is the other language used to
distribute materials.
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Jurisdiction

Claremont
Coachella
Colma
Colton
Commerce

Contra Costa County
Contra Costa County

Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati
Covina
Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba
Dixon
Dorris

Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler
Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena
Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County
Gonzales

Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach

Means in which language(s) in which to distribute
materials is/are determined

VOTING MATERIALS ONLY Based on required state
law (Spanish) + voting regulations (3% of
population or request from 20 or more voters on
same language)

Spanish, because of our demographics.

The majority of the population also speaks spanish.

spanish

Spanish
Spanish
Spanish

Based on community need (mostly Spanish)
Spanish

Our citizens are predominantly Hispanic and many
speak Spanish only.

Census demographic information

We determine the language(s) based on feedback
that we receive from residents, property owners,
and other community stakeholders. Additionally,
we also review our city demographics per statistics
provided by the U.S. Census Bureau.

City is 70% hispanic
Demographics

use the demographic trends for the residents
residing in the city of garden grove

Demographics data

Largest groups of foreign-language speakers in
Glendale are Armenia, Spanish and Korean as
determined through the Glendale Unified School
District and the federal Census.

Spanish

census
Neighborhood demographics

Via demographics.
Knowing the population
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Jurisdiction
Imperial County

Inglewood
Inyo County
lone
Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County

Lake Forest
Lancaster

Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln

Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland

Mendota
Menifee
Merced
Mission Viejo

Mono County

Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta
Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Means in which language(s) in which to distribute
materials is/are determined

Spanish

Based on general knowledge that there are many
Spanish speakers in the community.

By local need, usually Spanish.

Majority Hispanic community, so Spanish is used

Neighborhood ethnicity
Arabic - Chinese - French - German - Italian -
Japanese - Korean - Spanish - Vietnamese - English

Based on the predominant language in the
neighborhood and the purpose of the materials.

Based on City demographics (Census), non-English
speaking households primarily speak Spanish.
Based on Census demographics

The City of Lindsay is 80% Hispanic, with a large
percentage of Spanish language speakers.
Demographics and anticipated audience
Spanish Population

When conducting public outreach to a specific
community or group.

The City of McFarland in 95% Hispanic.

The community is 90% Hispanic. Not too tough to
determine.

via census data and community meeting
observations

Based on target audience and demographics of
City's population.

Spanish

Spanish

Spanish

Occasionally notices will be translated to Spanish,
such as those for the Housing Element update.
Based on the demographic of the intended
audience.
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Means in which language(s) in which to distribute

Jurisdiction materials is/are determined
Norco +
Norwalk + Based upon community demand.
Ontario + Citywide promotional material
Oroville +
Oxnard + public request
. Spanish is the most common language besides
Palm Springs English.
Palo Alto
Palos Verdes Estates i
Paso Robles +
Patterson +
Petaluma + Spanish
Pismo Beach i
Placer County +
Plumas County +
Portola +
We use the guidelines provided by the County,
+ based on the population count of those residents
Rancho Palos Verdes speaking specific languages.
Rancho Santa Margarita +
Red Bluff + Spanish
Spanish, given the large demographic of Spanish
Redwood City * speakers within our community.
Reedley + Spanish
Rialto + Spanish
Ridgecrest iz
Based on the U.S. Census, Spanish was determined
+ to be the largest non-English speaking group in the
Rio Vista community.
Riverbank + Spanish
Materials in English and Spanish in neighborhoods
Riverside * with high percentage of hispanic population.
Rocklin +
Rohnert Park + Demographics
Roseville + Based on community need
Sacramento +
San Bernardino +
San Bernardino County + primary language of population served
San Carlos + Past practice. Spanish and Chinese.
San Diego + Needs of community and available resources
. Based on population demographic using Census
San Fernando data
Language Access Ordinance applied at the Board of
+ Supervisor District boundaries, various agencies'
San Francisco County boundaries, and neighborhood boundaries
. Based on community demographics and public
San Gabriel counter experience.
San Jacinto + Spanish
. The languages that are most often spoken in the
San Joaquin County County.
San Juan Bautista + Spanish is the predominate second language
San Luis Obispo + census
San Pablo + Diversity of population.
San Rafael + Spanish
Sand City +
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Jurisdiction

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara County

Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang

Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena
St Helena

Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Tehama County

Temple City

Thousand Oaks
Tiburon

Torrance
Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County
Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia
Vista

Means in which language(s) in which to distribute
materials is/are determined

City staff reports, agendas and Parke and
Recreation quarterly brochures are in English. The
majority of Citywide outreach for larger policy
efforts (general plan update) is in English and
Spanish given our citywide demographics; in some
cases it is trilingual with Vietnamese. If a planning
project is proposed in area known to have a
concentration of Vietnamese speaking residents,
we will publicize outreach flyers in Vietnamese.
Spanish is largest second language group in Santa
Barbara

Predominant need

Santa Cruz's population has two main languages
spoken Spanish and English

Most of our translation is into Spanish.

Spanish is the predominant second language.
Based on population needs.

Based on census data for Sonoma Valley, we
sometimes translate materials into Spanish.

Demographics of community; legal requirements
for election documents.

Spanish

Census information about languages spoken at
home, and experience with customers which
suggests which languages are needed.

Spanish

Chinese, based on 60% of population as Chinese
(Asian)

We distribute some materials in Spanish because it
is the most commonly used second language in the
City.

Demographic analysis
requests to the city clerk determine the need

Based on level of use in the community

Through contact with stakeholder groups, citizen
advisory committees, and knowledge of local
demographics.

Spanish

We examine the target audience of the materials
and the presence of significant non-English
speaking groups within that audience and
determine the languages appropriate for the
materials.

Based on requests from the public.
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Jurisdiction
Walnut Creek

Means in which language(s) in which to distribute
materials is/are determined

Weed

+ +

West Covina

Based on the demographics of the City

Wheatland

Willows

Spanish

Woodlake

Yorba Linda

Yountville

To serve the Spanish speaking population.

Yreka

Yuba County

Yucca Valley

Q32. What are the primary distribution points for information and materials regarding planning
decisions in your jurisdiction?

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

City Hall or County Administration

&l Other government buildings

Social media (e.g., Facebook or

Alpine County

SRR Public Libraries

AR Internet

Alturas

American Canyon

+

Anaheim

s

Anderson

Angels Camp

Post Office

Antioch

local newspaper

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

+ |+ + +

Avalon

+ 4+

Avenal

s

Azusa

+

+

Bakersfield

+

Baldwin Park

+

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

Benicia

+ + |+ o+

Berkeley

+ 0+ o+

Biggs

Brawley

+

Brea

R e L e I o e I e e e T I B [ VB R

+ [+ |+
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City Hall or County Administration
Other government buildings
Social media (e.g., Facebook or

Public Libraries

Jurisdiction
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma

Colton
Commerce
Contra Costa County
Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati

Covina
Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba

Dixon

Dorris
Downey

El Cajon

El Dorado County
Emeryville
Escondido
Eureka
Exeter

newspaper, local TV channel

+ |+ +

+ 4+ +

Town bulletin boards

R R e A AN AR RN |nternet

+

+ City website

+

Newspaper

City's Newsletter

+ |+ |+

Local newspaper

+
+

s

+

+

US Post Mail post cards

+ |+ |+ + |+ +

+ |+ |+ [+

R N R e R e e T I o e e e I o B o I o o e o B I I [ S o [ o

The City requires that project applicants post a sign on
the project property under review, indicating the
proposed project information, applicant information,
etc. Additionally, the City notices surrounding
property owners within a certain radius of proposed
development projects aside from the required CEQA
noticing. Furthermore, the City publishes notices in
Fontana the local newspaper.

Foster City + + + + + marquee sign at major park

Fountain Valley + +
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Other government buildings

Public Libraries

Internet

Social media (e.g., Facebook or

Fremont

Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove

Gardena

Gilroy

+ |+ |+

Glendale

+

+

GTV6- Glendale's television channel shows all public
meetings and meeting agendas 24 hours a day.

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

+

Grover Beach

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

+ 4+ +

Hillsborough

Hughson

+

Huntington Beach

+ ]+ 1+

Imperial County

Inglewood

Inyo County

+

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

+ o+ |+ +

mail - legally adjudicated newspaper

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Larkspur

Lawndale

P N R AR R A A R EA R R N A R

Lemoore

Lincoln

s

Lindsay

B I e e e e I S I [ B o) P R o R

Mailings

Livermore

Local newspaper(s) and through media press releases,
banners, individual noticing to adjacent property
owners, city's electronic newsletter, local radio
station, local TV channel, local community events,
Chamber of Commerce, Downtown organizations, etc.

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

Marin County

+ [+ |+

McFarland

+ |+
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Jurisdiction
Mendota

City Hall or County Administration

Other government buildings

Social media (e.g., Facebook or

Internet

Menifee

Merced

Mission Viejo

Mono County

local newspapers

Monrovia

SA B RARERNRE Public Libraries

Montclair

Monte Sereno

Newsletter

Moorpark

Moraga

Moreno Valley

Morgan Hill

+ |+ +

Morro Bay

Murrieta

Napa

Napa County

newspaper & US mail

Needles

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Email Alerts

Norco

Norwalk

+ + |+ o+

Ontario

mailed written correspondence

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates

Paso Robles

Patterson

Petaluma

+ |+ +

Pismo Beach

Placer County

P L e L E e e T R e R e e B I o e B o o e o e O

Plumas County

Portola

+

B e I T e e e I e e B o O o R o R

Rancho Palos Verdes

s

s

Hard copies of the decision mailed to all interested
parties.

Rancho Santa Margarita

+

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

public kiosks

Riverbank

+

Riverside

+

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

+ + |+ o+

San Bernardino County

B e e I B e I [ P o P
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Jurisdiction
San Carlos

City Hall or County Administration

Other government buildings

Social media (e.g., Facebook or

&l Twitter)

San Diego

San Fernando

Water/Utility Billing

San Francisco County

+ |+ [+ |+

MRARERA Public Libraries

S RARER Internet

San Gabriel

B

B

B

San Gabriel Sun (local newspaper), City Council
newsletter

San Jacinto

+

San Joaquin County

B

Planning Department

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

+ |+

+ 4+ +

Santa Ana

s

s

water bill flyers, local papers and distributions, flyers
through elementary schools, posters, and occasionally
bus shelter posters

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County

Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Direct mailing

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Solana Beach

Solvang

+ |+ +

Sonoma

Sonoma County

+ o+ ]+

Sonora

South Pasadena

St Helena

Sunnyvale

A T o R o P o BT SR P ey

Sutter Creek

Posting Board at shopping center

Taft

+ 4+ |+

Tehama

Tehama County

Planning Department

Temple City

KGEM-TV Charter Communications Channel 3

Thousand Oaks

Tiburon

Torrance

public outreach newsletters, fliers, CitiCable 3

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne County

Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura County

Newspapers and email notices.

Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

Vista

B S e e B e R I S R S e e e A A AL A AR A A E A R ey
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City Hall or County Administration

Other government buildings

Social media (e.g., Facebook or

v

=
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= 7]

o c

= S

S 2
Jurisdiction s k=
Walnut Creek + + +
Weed +
West Covina + + +
Wheatland + +
Willows + +
Woodlake +
Yorba Linda + + +
Yountville + + + + +
Yreka +
Yuba County + + + +
Yucca Valley + + +

Q33. Does your jurisdiction engage with any of the following venues as a way to inform the public

about upcoming planning issues?

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

Neighborhood or
8l homeowners’ associations

Churches or faith-based

organizations

Business organizations

Bl Advocacy groups

&l Community centers

Alturas

American Canyon

an

+

Social Media

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

+ 4+ + |+

Atascadero

Auburn

++ + o+ o+

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

4

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

Belmont

Benicia

Berkeley

Brawley

+ |+ |+ |+ + |+

+ |+ |+ |+ + |+
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Jurisdiction
Brea

Neighborhood or
&l homeowners’ associa

Churches or faith-based

organizations

&l Advocacy groups

&l Community centers

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

Butte County

Calabasas

+ + + +

SR AR RERE Business organizations

Calaveras County

+ 4+ ++

community meetings

California City

Calistoga

Camarillo

various

Campbell

Carlsbad

Carpinteria

Cathedral City

Ceres

Chowchilla

Citrus Heights

Claremont

Coachella

Colton

Commerce

Contra Costa County

Municipal Advisory Committees

Corona

[+ |+

Coronado

Community Newspaper

Costa Mesa

Cotati

Covina

Culver City

Cupertino

Dana Point

+ 4+ + |+

Dinuba

+ 0+ |+

Dixon

an

Dorris

+ 4+ |+

Chamber of Commerce

El Dorado County

Emeryville

Escondido

Eureka

+ + + o+

Exeter

Fontana

Foster City

Fountain Valley

Fowler

Fremont

Fullerton

Galt

community message signs

Garden Grove

+ + + + o+ o+

Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale

Schools, internet, email and twitter blasts,
newsletter, City views mailed quarterly to every
residential address in Glendale

Gonzales

Grass Valley
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Jurisdiction
Grover Beach

Neighborhood or

Churches or faith-based

homeowners’ associa
organizations

Bl Business organizations

Advocacy groups

Community centers

Hawthorne

Hayward

+

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Huntington Beach

Inglewood

Inyo County

+ + o+ |+

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

Lake County

Press Releases

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Lawndale

+ + + + +

+ + + A+ +

Lemoore

Community Newsletter

Lindsay

+

Livermore

+

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills

Los Gatos

Malibu

Marin County

+ |+ + |+ +

Mendota

+ + |+ +

Menifee

Merced

an

Mission Viejo

Mono County

regional planning advisory committees

Monrovia

Moorpark

+ + |+ |+ [+

+ |+ +

Moraga

Moreno Valley

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+

oy

Morgan Hill

Murrieta

Napa

Napa County

Needles

+

+ + 4+ +

Nevada City

Nevada County

Newport Beach

Norco

Norwalk

Ontario

schools

Oroville

Oxnard

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

+ + + + + + ++

Palos Verdes Estates

|+ |+ |+

Patterson

+

Petaluma

4

Pismo Beach
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Jurisdiction
Placer County

Neighborhood or
bl homeowners’ associations

Churches or faith-based

organizations

&l Community centers

Plumas County

Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff

Redwood City

Reedley

SR RN EA RN Business organizations

+ + o+ |+

Rialto

+ + 4+ + + o+

SR L R R Advocacy groups

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Flyers distributed to local groups and businesses

Riverbank

Riverside

Roseville

Sacramento

+ + + + +

+ + + + o+

San Benito County

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

San Fernando

+

San Francisco County

+ + 4+ + ++

other public agencies

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

++ +++

San Joaquin County

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

+ +

San Pablo

San Rafael

an

+ [+ |+ [+ |+

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

+

Santa Barbara County

Interested parties email list

Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

+ 4+ |+ |+ + [+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+

B e S o R e L AR B

+ 0+

++ 4+ + +

Simi Valley

an

City Neighborhood Councils, Chamber of Commerce,
Building Industry Association

Solana Beach

+

Sonoma

Sonoma County

Sonora

South Pasadena

Sunnyvale

Sutter Creek

Taft

+ o+ +

Tehama

Phone system

Tehama County

Temple City

Thousand Oaks

Tiburon

+ + + +

+ + + +
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L c c 9o o : £
52 8® 9 g g
2 0 |c XN ] I =
o ©'c c 8 £
] s © =
et £ 3 : &
Jurisdiction 22 &5 a < S
. . . . local community groups, e.g. historical society,
Torrance downtown merchants association
Truckee + + +
Tuolumne County + + +
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah + +
Union City
Vacaville + +
Ventura County + + citizen's advisory committees
Vernon + Hearings and Scoping Meetings
Victorville + +
Villa Park +
Visalia + + + +
Vista + + +
Walnut Creek + + + +
Wheatland + +
Yorba Linda + + +
Yountville + +
Yuba County + +
Yucca Valley + +
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APPENDIX H: TOOLS AND FUNDING FOR LOCAL PLANNING

Q34. Has your jurisdiction received grants for planning and development activities in the last three

years?

Q34a. If yes, please indicate the source and use of those grant(s) in the table below.

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years?

Don't Know

Source and use of grants?

Funding from
federal sources

o
=
c
c
L
-
=
S
]
Q
w
S
=
<
©
i
O

w
(]
7]
[=]
Q
=
3
Q.

Grant used for capital

Funding from
state sources

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Funding from

other sources

(e-g.,

corporations or

private
foundations)

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

+

Benicia

Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

+ |+ |+ [+

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank
Butte County

Calabasas

+ + + +
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e-g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

& - & - g —
£ 5 £ = £ =
o o Q o Q o
8 8 8 8 8 8
5N R 3. 3 3. 3
€ 3¢ 3 52 3 SN =

Jurisdiction a Ga G Ga © 623 &

Calaveras County + ¥

California City + & ¥ ¥

Calistoga + + ¥

Camarillo +

Campbell + + ¥

Carlsbad + ¥

Carpinteria + + + ¥ ¥

Cathedral City + +

Ceres + +

Chowchilla +

Citrus Heights + + ¥ ¥

Claremont + + ¥

Coachella + + + + +

Colma +

Colton + ¥

Commerce +

Contra Costa County + +

Corning + ¥

Corona + +

Coronado +

Costa Mesa +

Cotati + +

Covina +

Culver City + + + ¥

Cupertino + n +

Dana Point + ¥

Dinuba +

Dixon +

Dorris + + ¥

Downey + ¥

El Cajon +

El Dorado County +

Emeryville + +

Escondido + i + ¥ + ¥

Eureka + +

Exeter +

Fontana + + ¥ ¥

Foster City +

Fountain Valley

Fowler

Fremont + + + ¥ ¥

Fullerton + +

Galt + + + + +

Garden Grove +
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e-g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

Jurisdiction
Gardena
Gilroy + + o +
Glendale +
Glenn County
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Imperial County +
Inglewood
Inyo County + + + + + +
lone + + +
Irwindale +
Jackson +
La Canada Flintridge + +
La Mesa + + + + +
La Palma +
La Quinta +
Laguna Niguel + +
Lake County +
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln +
Lindsay
Livermore + + + + + +
Lompoc +
Los Alamitos + + +
Los Altos +
Los Altos Hills +
Los Gatos .l
Malibu + o + ¥ ¥
Marin County + +
McFarland + & + P + ¥ +
Mendota +
Menifee +

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for planning

Grant used for capital
purposes
Grant used for capital

Grant used for capital

il Don't Know

+ + 4+ +

+ + + ++ +

+
+

+ 4+ o+
+
+

+ 4+ |+ |+ +

+
+
+
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e-g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

& - & - g —
£ 5 £ = £ =
o o Q o Q o
8 8 8 8 8 8
5N R T, 3 T. 3
g 3%g 3 g¢ 3 $9 3
t B2 § £e % £ %
Jurisdiction S 63 & SoA & SholS
Merced + + + + +
Mission Viejo +
Mono County + + + + + +
Monrovia + + + +
Montclair + + +
Monte Sereno i
Moorpark +
Moraga + +
Moreno Valley + + + + +
Morgan Hill + + ¥ +
Morro Bay +
Murrieta + + + +
Napa +
Napa County +
Needles +
Nevada City + + ¥ +
Nevada County +
Newport Beach + + + +
Norco +
Norwalk i+
Ontario + + + +
Oroville + + +
Oxnard + + + + +
Palm Springs +
Palo Alto + ¥ ¥
Palos Verdes Estates +
Paso Robles + + +
Patterson + + + +
Petaluma + + + + +
Pismo Beach +
Placer County + + + ¥
Plumas County + + + +
Portola + ¥
Rancho Palos Verdes + + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita + + + +
Red Bluff +
Redwood City + + +
Reedley +
Rialto +
Ridgecrest +
Rio Vista + + + ¥ ¥ ¥
Riverbank + + + ¥
Riverside + + +
Rocklin +
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e-g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

& - & - g —
£ 5 £ = £ 5
o o Q o Q o
8 8 8 8 8 8
5N R T, 3 T. 3
£ 3§ 3 223 38 %
t B2 § £e % £ %
Jurisdiction S 63 & SoA & CERRG
Rohnert Park + ¥
Roseville i
Sacramento + + + + +
San Bernardino +
San Bernardino County + + + +
San Carlos +
San Diego + + + ¥ ¥
San Fernando +
San Francisco County + + + + + +
San Gabiriel + + +
San Jacinto + + ¥
San Joaquin County +
San Juan Bautista +
San Luis Obispo +
San Pablo + + + + +
San Rafael + + +
Sand City +
Santa Ana + + + + o + +
Santa Barbara + + +
Santa Barbara County + +
Santa Cruz + + + ¥
Santa Rosa + +
Saratoga + + + ¥ ¥
Sebastopol +
Shasta Lake + + + n ¥
Simi Valley + + ¥
Solana Beach + + + +
Solvang + 4+
Sonoma + + + ¥
Sonoma County +
Sonora + + + +
South Pasadena 4
St Helena + ¥
Sunnyvale + + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + ¥
Taft ar + + +
Tehama + ¥
Tehama County +
Temple City + + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + 4
Tiburon + + n ¥
Torrance + +
Truckee +
Tulare +
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e-g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

[-11] 1] 1]
£ - £ = £ =
£ £ = £ £ 2
© (-5 © Qo © Qo
- S s S s S
~ - ~ = ~ =
] e e ] e 1]
3 S - - S - S
2 9 2 g w 2 g @ 2
~ s 2 E 59 E] 59 =
- = O - = O - = O )
T 58 B e E Ee
Jurisdiction 8 G a [c] G 3 G G 3 G
Tuolumne County + + + +
Turlock + + * i3 i
Ukiah + +
Vacaville + i
Ventura County + + + + +
Vernon +
Victorville + +
Villa Park ¥ + i i
Visalia + +
Vista + + ar + +
Walnut Creek + + + +
Weed + + i
West Covina + +
Wheatland + + + il it
Willows + + +
Woodlake +
Yorba Linda + +
Yountville +
Yreka +
Yuba County + + i i
Yucca Valley + s
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Q35. Does your jurisdiction have geospatial parcel-level data?

Q35a. If yes, what information is contained in those data?

Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?

) [}
gl s = g &
3 5 5§ 2 3 B
" 2 [ & = 'c 2 =
Jurisdiction §_’ SEE A S E]
Alameda County + + + + +
Alpine County + + + +
Alturas iz
American Canyon +
natural hazard areas, infrastructure
Anaheim * * * * * * constraints, historical resources
Anderson +
Angels Camp + + + +
Antioch + + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + +
Arcadia +
Artesia +
Atascadero + + + + + +
Auburn +
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + + +
Baldwin Park +
Banning +
Beaumont + + + +
Bellflower + + + +
Belmont + + + +
Benicia + + + +
Berkeley + + + + + +
Biggs + + + +
Brawley + + + + + +
Brea + + + +
Brentwood + + + +
Buellton + + + + +
Buena Park + + +
2nd dwelling unit, large family day care, FAA

Burbank * * * * * zones, etc.
Butte County + + +
Calabasas + + + +
Calaveras County + + + +
California City 4
Calistoga + + + +
Camarillo + + + + + | Misc.
Campbell + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + +
Carpinteria + + + +
Cathedral City +
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights + + + +
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?
o [+V]
g% = g 3
L g | ¢
2| = Tz ¢
Jurisdiction Y = = k] 3
assessor parcel number, owner information,
+ + . . . + + year built, Iand/improvemen.t values, number
of bedrooms/bathrooms/units, property tax
Claremont data, property sales history, legal description
Coachella +
Colma +
Colton + + + +
Commerce +
Contra Costa County + + +
Corning + +
Corona + + + + + + +
Coronado + + +
Costa Mesa + + + +
+ + . subdivision or parcel maps and improvement
Cotati plans
Covina +
Culver City + + + + +
Cupertino + + + +
Dana Point + + + +
Dinuba + + +
Dixon +
Dorris +
Downey +
El Cajon + + + + +
El Dorado County + + + + +
Emeryville + + + + + +
Escondido + + +
Eureka + + + + + + +
Exeter + + address
Fontana + + + +
Foster City 4 + + +
Fountain Valley + + + + +
Fowler +
Fremont + + + + + + +
Fullerton + + Building footprints
Galt + + + +
+ . " + . flood zone, business license, sewer, fire,
Garden Grove water, permits, archives, etc
Gardena +
Gilroy + + + + +
Glendale + + +
Glenn County + + + + + +
Gonzales +
Grass Valley +
Grover Beach +
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne + +
Hayward + + +
Hermosa Beach + + + + +
Hillsborough i
Hughson +
. . . . . General plan designation, overlay district
Huntington Beach information
Imperial County + + + +
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?

data?

Jurisdiction

Inglewood
Inyo County
lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario
Oroville

+ [+ |+ N

+ ++ [+ o+

+ 4+ o+

+ o+ |+ +

+ o+ |+ o+ + + + ++ o+

+ |+

Parcel size

+ 4+ o+

+ 0+ +

+ |+ +

+ 4+ |+ o+ +

+ |+

Building size

SR Building type

+ + + + + +

+ + 4+ +

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+

+ |+ |+ |+ +

+

Land uses

+ 4+ +

+

Current use

Assessor Parcel Number and Address

Yes

zoning, floodplain, historic

X, Coastal Hazards, Legal, etc.

easements, infrastructure data

Oxnard
Palm Springs

+ + ]+ +

+ + ]+ +

+ + |+ |+

+ + |+ |+
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?

g & v
T s 5 £ 5|8
(7] = = = (= c =
Jurisdiction g Bl A a S K 3
Palo Alto + + + + + + +
Palos Verdes Estates +
Paso Robles + + +
Patterson + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + +
Placer County + + + + + + +
Plumas County + + +
Portola +
Rancho Palos Verdes + + + +
Rancho Santa Margarita + + + + + + +
Red Bluff +
Redwood City + + + + flood zone, lot coverage, fire hazards, etc.
Reedley +
Rialto +
Ridgecrest *
Rio Vista +
Riverbank + + + +
Riverside + + + + + + +
Rocklin + + +
Rohnert Park + + + +
Roseville + + + + +
Sacramento + + ¥ ¥
San Bernardino + + + &
San Bernardino County + + + + + + +
San Carlos +
assessment value, owner name, owner
San Diego * * * address, residential units
San Fernando + + + + +
active building permits, active planning
projects, complaints, appeals, preservation,
+ + + + + + + historic and preservation issues, block book
notification reports, other permits (health,
San Francisco County police dept, etc)
San Gabriel + + + +
San Jacinto + + +
San Joaquin County + + + +
San Juan Bautista +
San Luis Obispo + + + + + + +
San Pablo + + + +
San Rafael + + + + + +
Sand City +
Santa Ana + + + + ABC licenses
Santa Barbara + + + + + +
Santa Barbara County + + + + + | Jurisdictions, habitat, overlays, trails, etc.
Santa Cruz + + + + + current use is based on County data
Santa Rosa + + + + + +
Saratoga + + +
Sebastopol +
Shasta Lake + + + + +
Simi Valley i + Entitlement Information
Solana Beach + + + + + +
Solvang + +
Sonoma + + + + + + +
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?

Building size
Building type

Jurisdiction
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena +
St Helena + +

£l Land uses
L Current use

+ |+ EERE R

+ + NG5
SR Zoning

Special districts, BMR units, school districts,
+ + + + + + heritage properties, owner-property
Sunnyvale information from county assessor

Sutter Creek +
Taft +
Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee +
Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah +
Vacaville + + + + +

+ FEMA flood elevation

+ 4+ +
+ 4|+ +
+ |+ |+ |+

+ 4+ +

B
s
+
Es

+
+
+

resources, hazards, jurisdictional boundaries,
+ + + + service area boundaries, existing permits and
Ventura County violations

Vernon + + + + + +
Victorville
Villa Park +
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows +
Woodlake + +
Yorba Linda +
Yountville + + + + + + +
Yreka +
Yuba County + + + + +
Yucca Valley +

+
+
+
+

+ + |+ +

+ 4+ + o+
+ 4+ |+ |+ + |+
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Q36. How helpful are the following types of assistance from the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR)?

Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance

E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR

R 2 3 3 2 3 & 2 3 = 2 3 = 2 3 3 2 3 % g
s 2 L 3 =22 . 3z =22 |z 2 2 - 3 22 L 3z 22 . 3z 22 - 3
S| & 2 > = % £ > = % £1> = % £ > = B 2 > = % 2 > = B £ =
- 2 2 P 2 g % 2N NER) hEN BE 2 g T % 20 NER| ISR s s
c 2 2= 2 z |2 |22 > |2 = ¢ > & =2 g > & = g =822 z g
Jurisdiction 2 & 2 5 2 8§ 215 2 8 215 2 8 2 5 2 8 215 2 § 2 3 2 8 S
Alameda " " " ¥
County
Alpine
County * * * ¥ * * *
Alturas + + + + + il i
American + + + + n + +
Canyon
Anaheim + + + i il
Anderson + + + + + + +
Angels Camp + + + + + i w
Antioch + + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + + + + > i
Arcadia + + + + + + +
Artesia + + + + + i i
Atascadero + + + + + + +
N/A -
generally
unfamiliar
with
referenced
Auburn options
Avalon + + + + + + +
Avenal + + + + + + i
Azusa + + + + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + i i
Baldwin Park + + +
Banning + + + + il i
Beaumont + + + + + b +
Bellflower + + + + il i
Belmont + + + + + + +
Benicia + + + + + i it
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Jurisdiction

Berkeley
Biggs
Brawley
Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Buena Park
Burbank
Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras
County
California
City
Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral
City

Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus
Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma
Colton
Commerce

Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government
roundtables

= &
2 |5
2 o
[7) =
<= -
- ©
5 5
ZRNE
-

9 o
2 n

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Special events

Somewhat helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR Technical
Advisories

Somewhat helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

General guidance
documents

Somewhat helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Planning Guides

Somewhat helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR website

Somewhat helpful

+ 4+ [+ |+ |+

+

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Somewhat helpful

E-list messages
received from OPR

+ 4+ [+ |+ |+

+

Extremely helpful

Don't know -
can't think of
getting
anything
from OPR.

Contra Costa
County
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR

Not at all helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful

Jurisdiction
Corning
Corona + +
Coronado + +
Costa Mesa
Cotati + + + + +
Covina + + + + + +
Culver City + + + + +
Dana Point + + + + + +
Dinuba + + + + + +
Dixon + + + + +
Dorris + + + + +
Downey + + + + + +
El Cajon + + + + + +
El Dorado + + + + + + +
County

Emeryville + + + + + +
Escondido + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + +
Exeter + + + + + +
Fontana + + + + + +
Foster City + + + + +
\F/gﬁg;am + + + + + + +
Fowler + + + + + +
Fremont + + + + + +
Galt + + + + + +
gfgs:n + + + + + + +
Gardena + + + + + +
Gilroy + + + + + +
Glendale + + + + + +
Glenn
County + + + + + + +
Gonzales + + + + + +
Grass Valley + + + + + +

+ REIEYLE T E ]
M Somewhat helpful
+ [+ |+ [+ &0
+ |+ |+ @&l
+ |+ |+ [+ REE{T
Ml Very helpful
+ NEAE T

272



Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
_ 3 = | = [= =1 | = == = = | = |= = 1= | = = 1= = =
g B £ & B £ & B § & B £§ & B £ & = § & B s
o e T =2 9 T =2 o 2 =2 0 T 2 ¢ T 2 o T 2 T =
[] = = [] = = [7] = < [7] < < [] S < 7] <= = 7] < <
= B > £ B8 > £ B > = B > Z & > = 8 > = B >
© [ © [ © ] © ] ® 7] © ] © ]
% 3 E % 3 E % 3 E = 3 E % 3 E % 3 E % 3 £
e 8 § g 8 § £ 8 § B |8 § g 8 § g 8 § E 8|5 £
Jurisdiction 2 3 8 2 8 5 2 & s 213 3 2 3 a2 8 8 2 3 &
Grover ‘ ‘ +
Beach
Hawaiian
+ + + + + + +
Gardens
Hawthorne + + + + + + +
Hayward + + + +
Hermosa +
Beach
Hillsborough + + + + + + +
Hughson + + + + + + +
Huntington
+ + + + + + +
Beach
Imperial + + + + + + +
County
Inglewood + + + + + + +
Inyo County + + + + + + +
lone + + + + + + +
Irwindale + + + + + + +
Jackson + +
La Canada . . . ‘ ‘ . .
Flintridge
La Mesa + + + + + +
La Palma + + + + + + +
La Quinta + + + + + + +
Laguna
. + + + + +
Niguel
Lake County + + + + + +
Lake Forest + + + + + + +
Lancaster + + + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
— 35 =5 — =] = — =] =5 — =] = — =] = — =] = — =] =
2= £ 2 = £ 2 = £ 2= < 2 = < 2 = £ 2 = <
= 3 5 £ T 5 £ T 5 £ 3 s £ 3z 5 £ 3 5 £ 3
% 3 E % 3 E % 3 E = 3 E % 3 E % 3 E % 3 £
- £ 5 - £ 5 = £ 5 = £ ] 4 £ ] = £ 5 - £ ]
Jurisdiction | 2§ E 2 8 E 2 8 2 2 38 E 2 8 E 2 8 E 2 8 b
Our
jurisdiction
has not
regularly
+ + + + + + + engaged with
OPR at
roundtables
or special
Larkspur events.
Lawndale i i + i
Lemoore + + + + + + +
Lincoln + +
Lindsay + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + + +
Lompoc + +
Los Alamitos + i + i +
Los Altos + + + + + + +
Los Altos
X + + + + + + +
Hills
Los Gatos + + + + + + +
Malibu + + + + +
Marin County + + + + + + +
McFarland + + + + + +
Mendota + + + + + + +
Menifee + i i i i +
Merced + + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + + +
Monrovia + + + + + + +
Montclair + + + + + + +
,\S/Igr[;tr?o + + ar ar + ar +
Moorpark + + + + + + +
Moraga + + + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
- 3 | s = s s |l= |3 S =B = 1= | = = 1= = =
g B £ & B £ & B § & B £§ & B £ & = § & B s
o e T =2 9 T =2 o 2 =2 0 T 2 ¢ T 2 o T 2 T =
[] = = [] = = [7] = = [7] = = [] = = [7] = = [7) = R
= B > £ B8 > £ B > = B > Z & > = 8 > = B >
© [ © [ © ] © ] ® 7] © ] © ]
% 3 E % & E % § E % 8 E % 8 E % & E % 8 £
e 8 § g 8 § £ 8 § B |8 § g 8 § g 8 § E 8|5 £
Jurisdiction 2 3 8 2 8 5 2 & s 213 3 2 3 a2 8 8 2 3 &
Moreno + + + + + + +
Valley
Morgan Hill + + + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + + + +
Murrieta + + i i + i
Napa +
Napa County | + + + + + + +
Needles + + + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + + + +
Nevada + + + + + + +
County
Newport
+ + + + + + +
Beach
Norco + + + + + + +
Norwalk + + + + + + +
Ontario + + + + + + +
Oroville + + + + + + +
Oxnard + + + + + + +
Palm Springs | + + + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + + + + +
Palos Verdes
+ + + + + + +
Estates
Paso Robles + + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + i + 4 4
Placer
+ + + + + + +
County
Plumas
+ + + + + + +
County
Portola + + + + + + +
Rancho . . .
Palos Verdes
Rancho
Santa + + + + + + +
Margarita
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
- 3 | s = s s |l= |3 S =B = 1= | = = 1= = =
g B £ & B £ & B § & B £§ & B £ & = § & B s
o e T =2 9 T =2 o 2 =2 0 T 2 ¢ T 2 o T 2 T =
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Jurisdiction z2 3 8 2 8 S 2 & s 2138 a2 3 a2 8 a8 2 3 &
We have laid
off half our
staff hear
+ + + + + +
barely
treading
Red Bluff water
R.edWOOd + + + + + + +
City
Reedley + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + + +
+ + + + + + + CEQA is
Rio Vista helpful
Riverbank + + + + + + +
Riverside + + + + + + +
Rocklin + + + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + +
Roseville + + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + +
San . + + + + + + +
Bernardino
San
Bernardino + + + + + + +
County
San Carlos + i i i + i +
San Diego + + + + + + +
San + + + + + + +
Fernando
San Gabriel + + + + + + +
San Jacinto + + + +
San Joaquin
+ + + +
County
San f'luan + + + + + + +
Bautista
Sa{] Luis + + + + + + +
Obispo
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Jurisdiction

San Pablo
San Rafael
Sand City
Santa Ana
Santa
Barbara
Santa
Barbara
County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana
Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma
County
Sonora
South
Pasadena
St Helena
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek

Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government

Not at all helpful

roundtables

Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful

M Helpful

Not at all helpful

Special events

Somewhat helpful

M Helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR Technical
Advisories

Somewhat helpful

+ [+ &gl

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Somewhat helpful

General guidance
documents

+ |+ |+ @&l

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Somewhat helpful

Planning Guides

+ |+ |+ &l

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR website

Somewhat helpful

+ L&l

Es

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

E-list messages

received from OPR

Somewhat helpful

+ + +  + Helpful

Extremely helpful

Many of
these
resources are
not
known/used.

Taft
Tehama
Tehama
County
Temple City
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Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government
roundtables

OPR Technical

General guidance

E-list messages

Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
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Jurisdiction 2 3 e 2008 S & 218  =Ns =008 b 200s &
'g;cl)(l;sand + + + + + + +
Tiburon + + + + +
Torrance + + +
Truckee + + + + + +
Tulare + + + + + + +
Tuolumne
@olinty + + + + +
Turlock + + + + + + +
Ukiah + + + + +
Vacaville + + + + + + +
Ventura + " +
County
Vernon + + + + + + +
Victorville + + + + + +
Villa Park + + + + +
Visalia + + + +
Vista + + + + +
Walnut Creek + + + + + +
Weed + + + + + + +
West Covina + + + +
Wheatland + + + + + + +
Willows + + + + + + +
Woodlake + + + + +
Yorba Linda + + + + + +
Archives that
collect past
information
+ + + + + + and are
searchable
by topic
would be
Yountville helpful.
Yreka + + + + +
Yuba County + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
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Jurisdiction | 2§ E 2 8 E 2 8 E 2 8 E 2 8 E 2 8 s 2 8 =
Yucca Valley + + + + + + +
Q37. In what ways(s) can OPR best assist your office in the work that it is doing?
Angels Camp I think OPR should do a better job of keeping local jurisdictions up to date with State legislation and its impact on our bottom line.
For next year's survey, if you use the same questions as this year's survey, retain and provide for the responding jurisdictions use their answers to the prior year's survey. It
Auburn could/would save time in completing the survey.
Azusa Provide model ordinances that achieve State objectives in cases such as greenhouse gas emission reduction goals.
Banning Laws that affect land use/environmental planning.
Bellflower Provide better guidance for State Laws. Provide free webinars.
Benicia Come meet with us to describe how we can be more competitive for grant funding
Demonstrate support for projects, plans, programs, initiatives, etc. that cities are considering that advance the goals and policies had at the state level. For example, when City is
Burbank considering adoption of a CAP or GGRP or event a GP update, OPR should show their support for the efforts of the local jurisdiction.
Butte County Reduce need to send paper or CD copies and go electronic for all document distributions.
Calabasas Please find ways to reduce the amount and complexity of state mandates affecting local governments, especially RHNA
Calaveras County being available for 1 on 1 communication regarding an issue specific to our jurisdiction. OPR has done this for us in the past; VERY helpful
Coachella Be an advocate for streamlining Housing Elements with HCD.
Colton Highlight best practices in California (ordinances, general plan policies, specific plans, etc) for local governments to use as models.
Commerce Technical Advisories, training/special events, grant training and assistance
Cotati Timely releases of information detailing legislative changes which affect land use, zoning and environmental regulations.
Dinuba My above answers to Q. 36 are only in reference to the fact that | do not use OPR services on a regular basis. | cannot say whether the services are helpful or not.
Keep publishing great reference documents like State Planning and Zoning Laws, General Plan Guidelines, State CEQA Guidelines, etc. Provide easy summary of state level land
Emeryville use and CEQA updates that would be helpful for local jurisdictions, and make it easy to find on the website. Link state PV/solar goal to SB375/SCS goals.
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Jurisdiction Open-Ended Response

Glendale
La Palma
Larkspur
Los Alamitos

Mono County

Monrovia
Morgan Hill
Norco

Ontario

Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs
Red Bluff
Redwood City
Rio Vista
Riverside

San Fernando
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Rafael

Santa Ana
Santa Barbara County
Sebastopol

Here are three suggestions for OPR assistance/support for legislation. 1) We are looking forward to the 2013 General Plan Guidelines update. Glendale doesn't have money to
do a comprehensive update to our General Plan and we lost 45% of Community Development Staff in September 2012. Our only choice to update our General Plan is by doing
Community Plans that we can do in-house with limited resources. It would be VERY helpful to have guidance included in the General Plan Guidelines or through Planning Guides
to talk about using Community Plans as tools for updating General Plans and by providing a list of free online resources that can be used. SCAG has some great information
related to housing element updates--so a similar source of information for General Plan requirements by element would be very useful. 2) OPR can support the need for a CEQA
statutory exemption for updating General Plans where density increases are necessary to comply with RHNA goals that includes exemptions for road widening infrastructure
necessary to accommodate those units. We also need CEQA exemptions to implement CAP policies--such as green streets, road diets, creation of transportation streets and
bike/ped streets, etc... necessary to implement SB 375. CEQA to comply with State mandates costs cities hundreds of thousands for special studies and environmental review.
We just don't have public money to pay for CEQA review. Glendale wants to implement our CAP, Greener Glendale sustainability policies, TOD transportation improvements, and
housing densities that allow us to meet RHNA and affordable housing goals. Cities need statutory exemptions in CEQA to allow us to adopt these policies and programs without
spending a fortune in public money on CEQA review and CEQA challenges. 3) OPR support is also needed for identifying/creating some new recreational standards for parklands.
Given the built-out nature of Glendale and other urban cities and the Housing Element imperative to accommodate zoning to house our household growth, there is no way we
can meet requirements for 3 acres per 1,000 persons for new parkland development (National recreation standard). Vacant land is unavailable--and to purchase the last would
result in development fees that would create a barrier to all housing--not just affordable house. Urban, built-out cities need to have a General Plan parkland standard for urban
development that gives an alternative to purchasing and developing traditional parks. It would be helpful if OPR would provide other ways (such as greenways--sidewalks and
bikeways along parkways that link to existing parks and open space; roof decks, roof running tracks, bike lanes, walking/bike trails along flood control roads, hiking trails, etc...)
that can be used to meet recreational parkland needs in a General Plan, short of providing actual parks.

Not sure. | know very little about OPR. What types of assistance do you provide?

The resources we depend on the most are the General Plan guidelines and CEQA analyses and resources (particularly as relates to climate change).

We are a tiny City with very little money to spend on a lot of what this survey asks about.

liaison with state agencies on planning matters, such as advocating for basic resource data (seismic studies, mineral resource data, flood hazard, sage grouse, deer migration,
etc.)

By providing guidance, direction, and interpretation of State legislation regarding land use changes (e.g., model or draft ordinances related to the Massage Establishments
(AB619)).

Better publicity.

Make the OPR website more user-friendly to find minimum legal requirements and guide documents.

technical bulletins and training on timely issues

Continue to pick up the phone when we can and answer our emails

Work with HCD on RHNA process, that it is not abused by cities and HCD backs off its unfunded mandates.

Reduce state regulations

Please don't email surveys out, no time

consolidate survey requests from different agencies into a standard format

Assists the City to help expedite review of CEQA documents and take more efforts to simplify the CEQA process and expand and list of categorical exemptions.

Continue their efforts

Advocate for additional grant funds for planning related activities.

Technical assistant

technical publications, best practices, highlight challenges to funding infrastructure.

Nothing more at this time.

Not familiar with the regularly —scheduled OPR local government roundtables or special events. Being a resource for questions and directions, and sharing best practices. Email
City planning departments more with best practice, planning documents, or projects to educate on timely regional issues.

Clarification of newly adopted legislation and regulations; and options to comply or implement.

Shorter survey next time. Grants for local planning. Simplified general plan content and update mandates. CEQA reform.
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Jurisdiction Open-Ended Response

Solana Beach Keeping us informed of new and proposed legislation.

Tulare keep guidelines up to date. publish a quarterly report

Turlock Continue to provide guidance on implementation of new legislative and regulatory requirements. Provide tools that allow local agencies to respond to these new mandates.
1. Continue to develop guidelines for implementation for new/updated state-mandated legislation. 2. Quarterly/bi-annual e-newsletter on passing of pertinent legislation to

Ventura County Planning Departments.

Villa Park more communication

Yountville Design review guidelines shared from other communities would be helpful.

Q38. Are there particularly innovative and/or effective programs, policies, or zoning strategies in place in your jurisdiction that you would
like to share with OPR and that were not covered in this survey?

Jurisdiction | Open-Ended Response ‘

Butte County Adopted a new Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance in November 2012 and major Amendments to the General Plan, some highlights of many: Military Planning
Efforts and Policies in latest General Plan to address overflight areas. Unique Agriculture Overlay Zone to encourage agritourism and local AG businesses. Deer Herd Migration
Overlay Zone, Public Housing Overlay Zone, Neal Road Recycling, Energy, and Waste Facility Overlay Zone (encourages joint use of waste diversion, energy development -solar,
wind, landfill gas, business development, complimentary uses next to landfill) Zoning Administrator to hear lower level permit processes. A variety of new supplemental Use
Regulations including Live/Work housing, Accessory Uses, Alternative Energy Structures (Wind and Solar) Winery, Olive Qil, Fruit and Nut, Micro-Brewery and Micro-Distillery
Butte County Production Facilities New General Regulations including Clustered Development approaches in sensitive areas, Landscaping, Signs, Riparian Areas, and Outdoor Lighting

Coachella A City-wide community facility district for public safety.

We are updating our municipal code -- Please see: http://emeryville.org/zoningupdate Public Art Ordinance: Private developers of non-residential buildings with building costs
in excess of $300,000 allocate 1% of their building construction costs for public art; Private developers of residential projects over 20 units allocate .5% of their building
construction costs for public art; The City must allocate 1.5 percent for municipal developments. Low Impact Development - onsite stormwater treatment for new
Emeryville development and redevelopment sites.

Escondido Expedited processing in Business Enhancement zones Facade Improvement grant program
Hillsborough Work towards creating Housing Element law that sets requirements on a more regional basis rather than by individual jurisdiction (i.e. emergency shelters as one example).

Through the Local Governments Partnership Program with Southern California Edison, Inyo County recently completed and adopted a Cost Energy and Service Efficiencies Action
Plan. This Plan includes a Municipal Energy Action plan for County facilities. With the use of the Energy Star Portfolio Manager the County evaluated its facilities for energy use
and set benchmarks. Through this process, the County identified projects, developed policies, and created an implementation strategy with a monitoring plan to reduce energy
use at County facilities. The County has set an energy reduction goal of 10% by 2016 and will now evaluate remodel and new building projects with both mandatory and
voluntary CalGreen Standards. When the long term cost benefits for using voluntary CalGreen Standards on building projects justifies the costs, the County will use them. County
staff will also be very actively looking for programs and incentives to update its facilities with more energy efficient products and will be developing and maintaining a webpage
for the community to find incentive programs for home energy reduction. Energy efficiency language is being developed for the General Plan and will be included in the update
Inyo County staff is presently working on.

La Mesa Health & Wellness policies and activities

Livermore City adopted updated Form-based Development Code in 2010.
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Jurisdiction

Mendota

Merced

Mono County

Ontario

Oxnard

Plumas County
Redwood City
Riverside

San Diego

San Francisco County

San Gabriel

Thousand Oaks
Turlock

Open-Ended Response ‘

Call me cynical, but innovative programs and strategies are for cities that can afford them. No one in a city with 40% unemployment cares about plug-in vehicles, and as a
planner for just such a city, | don't care, either. What would work perfectly well for me would be a zoning ordinance that functions, a general plan that wasn't half-assed
together by a consultant who was in a hurry, and for the state to help us focus on the little things instead of worrying about how a city of 10,000 farmworkers contributes to
global warming. Help us with those things, and then I'll care about innovation.

The City recently adopted a Climate Action Plan...I might have missed that with my answers above. We are also doing a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan as well as a Revitalization
Plan for a State Highway and a Community Plan for an area adjacent to the UC Merced Campus.

We have combined zoning and general plan into a unified document for implementation efficiency and internal consistency

airport land use compatibility planning implemented by local agency cooperative. healthy community initiatives. neighborhood planning.

Affordable Housing zoning necessitated by RHNA

Once GP update is completed there are policies to share

smart phone applications visualization tools

Riverside's Green Action Plan / Emerald City Plan

See General Plan Monitoring Report: http://www.sandiego.gov/planning/genplan/pdf/generalplan/gpm2011120521.pdf

Pavement to Parks / Parklets program; EcoDistricts

Greening the Code project underway - this is the first phase of a comprehensive zoning code update. Greening the Code will result in the adoption of code amendments that
will promote green and low impact development practices.

Thousand Oaks has a Green Business Certification Program (GBCP) that rewards small and medium sized businesses that demonstrate a substantial commitment to protect,

preserve, and improve the environment above and beyond basic compliance. Businesses that meet the program'’s criteria will be certified as “green” businesses and marketed as
such to the Thousand Oaks community.

New General Plan establishes minimum densities for new master plan areas to ensure that San Joaquin Valley Blueprint densities are achieved
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APPENDIX H: TOOLS AND FUNDING FOR LOCAL PLANNING

Q34. Has your jurisdiction received grants for planning and development activities in the last three

years?

Q34a. If yes, please indicate the source and use of those grant(s) in the table below.

Jurisdiction
Alameda County

Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years?

Don't Know

Source and use of grants?

Funding from
federal sources

o0
£
<
<
o
o
.
]
°
@
w
3
=
€
©
o
O

w
(]
7]
[=]
Q
=
3
Q.

Grant used for capital

Funding from
state sources

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Funding from

other sources

(e-g.,

corporations or

private
foundations)

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Alpine County

Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim

Anderson

Angels Camp

Antioch

Apple Valley

Arcadia

Artesia

Atascadero

Auburn

Avalon

Avenal

Azusa

Bakersfield

Baldwin Park

Banning

Beaumont

Bellflower

Belmont

+

Benicia

Berkeley

Biggs

Brawley

Brea

+ |+ |+ |+

Brentwood

Buellton

Buena Park

Burbank

+ +
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e.g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

00
=
c
c
]
o
3
o
el
-]
Q
v
E
=
c
©
S
O

7}
(]
73
[=]
o
=
=
o

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for planning

Grant used for capital
purposes
Grant used for capital

Grant used for capital

Don't Know

Jurisdiction

Butte County
Calabasas
Calaveras County
California City
Calistoga
Camarillo +
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights
Claremont + +
Coachella + + + + +
Colma +
Colton + +
Commerce +
Contra Costa County + +
Corning + +
Corona + +
Coronado +
Costa Mesa +
Cotati + +
Covina +
Culver City + + + +
Cupertino + + +
Dana Point + +
Dinuba +
Dixon +
Dorris + + +
Downey + +
El Cajon +
El Dorado County +
Emeryville + +
Escondido + + + + + +
Eureka + +
Exeter +
Fontana + + + +
Foster City +
Fountain Valley +
Fowler +

+ + 4+ +
+

++ +++
+
+
+
+

+
+
+
+
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Jurisdiction

Fremont
Fullerton

Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years?

Don't Know

Source and use of grants?

Funding from

federal sources

00
=
c
c
]
o
3
o
el
-]
Q
v
E
=
c
©
S
O

7}
(]
73
[=]
o
=
=
o

Grant used for capital

Grant used for planning

purposes

Funding from

state sources

Grant used for capital

Funding from
other sources
(e.g.,
corporations or
private

foundations)

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Galt

Garden Grove

Gardena
Gilroy

Glendale

Glenn County

Gonzales

Grass Valley

Grover Beach

+ + + +

Hawaiian Gardens

Hawthorne

Hayward

Hermosa Beach

Hillsborough

Hughson

Huntington Beach

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Imperial County
Inglewood

oy

Inyo County

lone

Irwindale

Jackson

La Canada Flintridge

La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta

Laguna Niguel

Lake County

Lake Forest

Lancaster

Larkspur

Lawndale

+
++ |+ |+

Lemoore

+ 4+ |+ |+ [+

Lincoln

Lindsay

+

Livermore

Lompoc

Los Alamitos

Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e.g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

Grant used for planning
Grant used for capital
Grant used for planning
Grant used for capital
Grant used for planning
Grant used for capital

g " " w
< 3 3 2
= g g g

Jurisdiction S 2 3 3

Los Gatos +

Malibu + + a + ¥

Marin County + +

McFarland + + + + + ¥ +

Mendota +

Menifee +

Merced + + + + ¥

Mission Viejo +

Mono County + + + + + +

Monrovia + + ¥ ¥

Montclair + + +

Monte Sereno +

Moorpark +

Moraga + +

Moreno Valley + + + + +

Morgan Hill + + +

Morro Bay +

Murrieta + + + +

Napa +

Napa County +

Needles +

Nevada City + + ¥ ¥

Nevada County +

Newport Beach + + + +

Norco +

Norwalk 4

Ontario + + n ¥

Oroville +

Oxnard + +

Palm Springs +

Palo Alto + ¥ ¥

Palos Verdes Estates +

Paso Robles + + +

Patterson + + + -

Petaluma + + + + +

Pismo Beach +

Placer County + + + ¥

Plumas County + + o

Portola + +

Rancho Palos Verdes + + + +

Rancho Santa Margarita + + + +

Red Bluff +
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Jurisdiction
Redwood City

Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years?

Don't Know

Source and use of grants?

Funding from

federal sources

00
=
c
c
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o

Grant used for capital

Funding from

state sources

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Funding from
other sources
(e.g.,
corporations or
private

foundations)

Grant used for planning

purposes
Grant used for capital

Reedley

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank

Es

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park

Roseville

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County

San Carlos

San Diego

+ + + 4+ +

San Fernando

San Francisco County

+

San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County

San Juan Bautista

San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

oy

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County

Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

+ 4+ |+ |+ |+ |+

++ + o+ o+

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake
Simi Valley

Solana Beach

Solvang

Sonoma

Sonoma County

Sonora

+ 4|+ ++ |+ o+

South Pasadena

St Helena

+

Sunnyvale
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Grants for planning
and development in
last 3 years? Source and use of grants?

Funding from
other sources
(e.g.,
corporations or
Funding from Funding from private
federal sources state sources foundations)

& — & — & -
= o = © = ©
o Q Q. o o o
8 8 8 8 8 8
o e 3. §
g 53 3 5¢ 3 5g 3
£t E& E £ & £ &
Jurisdiction 8 63 & 63 © Ga G
Sutter Creek + + +
Taft + + i i
Tehama + +
Tehama County +
Temple City + + + + + +
Thousand Oaks + + +
Tiburon + +
Torrance + il
Truckee + + + ¥ ¥
Tulare + + + + i3
Tuolumne County + + + +
Turlock + + + + +
Ukiah + +
Vacaville + i3
Ventura County + + + + +
Vernon +
Victorville + +
Villa Park + + i i
Visalia + +
Vista + + + <
Walnut Creek + + + +
Weed + + *
West Covina + +
Wheatland + + + < i
Willows + + +
Woodlake +
Yorba Linda + +
Yountville +
Yreka +
Yuba County + <7 < i
Yucca Valley + +
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Q35. Does your jurisdiction have geospatial parcel-level data?

Q35a. If yes, what information is contained in those data?

Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?

s 3
s | £ £ 2 325

» 2 = = 'S 2 t
Jurisdiction g Y = = S K 3
Alameda County + + + + +
Alpine County + + + +
Alturas +
American Canyon +

natural hazard areas, infrastructure

Anaheim * * * * * * constraints, historical resources
Anderson +
Angels Camp + + +
Antioch + + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + +
Arcadia +
Artesia +
Atascadero + + + + + +
Auburn i
Avalon +
Avenal +
Azusa + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + +
Baldwin Park +
Banning +
Beaumont + + + +
Bellflower + + + + +
Belmont + + + +
Benicia + + + +
Berkeley + + + + + +
Biggs + + + +
Brawley + + + + + +
Brea + + + + +
Brentwood + + + + +
Buellton + + + + +
Buena Park + + +

. . . . . 2nd dwelling unit, large family day care, FAA
Burbank zones, etc.
Butte County + + +
Calabasas + + + +
Calaveras County + + + +
California City +
Calistoga + + + +
Camarillo + + + + + | Misc.
Campbell + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + ¥
Carpinteria + + + +
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla +
Citrus Heights + + + +
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?
o [}
gl s = g 3
=2 E g | B
2] e = &
Jurisdiction el a a 8| 3
assessor parcel number, owner information,
+ + . . . + + year built, Iand/improvemen.t values, number
of bedrooms/bathrooms/units, property tax
Claremont data, property sales history, legal description
Coachella +
Colma +
Colton + + + +
Commerce +
Contra Costa County + + +
Corning + +
Corona + + + + + + +
Coronado i i +
Costa Mesa + + + +
+ + + subdivision or parcel maps and improvement
Cotati plans
Covina +
Culver City + + + + +
Cupertino + + + +
Dana Point + + + +
Dinuba + + +
Dixon iz
Dorris +
Downey +
El Cajon + + + + +
El Dorado County + + +
Emeryville + + + + + +
Escondido + + +
Eureka + + + + + + +
Exeter + + address
Fontana + + + +
Foster City + + + +
Fountain Valley + + +
Fowler +
Fremont + + + + + + +
Fullerton + + + Building footprints
Galt + + + +
+ + + . . flood zone, business license, sewer, fire,
Garden Grove water, permits, archives, etc
Gardena +
Gilroy + + + + +
Glendale + + +
Glenn County 4 4 + + + +
Gonzales +
Grass Valley +
Grover Beach +
Hawaiian Gardens +
Hawthorne + +
Hayward + + +
Hermosa Beach + + + + + +
Hillsborough i
Hughson +
General plan designation, overlay district
Huntington Beach * * * * * information
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Jurisdiction
Imperial County
Inglewood
Inyo County
lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake County
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale
Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Malibu

Marin County
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Merced
Mission Viejo
Mono County
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta

Napa

Napa County
Needles
Nevada City
Nevada County
Newport Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Ontario
QOroville

Geospacial

parcel level
data?

$
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+
s

il Parcel size

+

+ + |+ o+

+ 4|+ |+ +

+ + |+ o+

++ |+ + +

+

Building size

Building type

28l Zoning

+ + |+ |+ [+

+ + + +

+ + 4+ +

+ |+ |+ |+ +

+

+ [ELGETE

+ 0+ |+ o+

+

Current use

Information in this data?

Assessor Parcel Number and Address

Yes

zoning, floodplain, historic

X, Coastal Hazards, Legal, etc.

easements, infrastructure data
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Jurisdiction

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Pismo Beach

Placer County
Plumas County
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes
Rancho Santa Margarita
Red Bluff

Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto

Ridgecrest

Rio Vista

Riverbank

Riverside

Rocklin

Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Bernardino County
San Carlos

San Diego
San Fernando

San Francisco County
San Gabriel

San Jacinto

San Joaquin County
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo

San Pablo

San Rafael

Sand City

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara County
Santa Cruz

Santa Rosa

Saratoga

Sebastopol

Shasta Lake

Simi Valley

Geospacial

parcel level

+ [+ |+ VS

+ 4+ + o+

B

+

+

+ +

+ o+ |+

+

data?

+ |+ |+ |+

+ [+ |+ BEREES

+ 4+ + F+

s

+ |+ |+

+ +

+ [+ |+

+

Ll Building size

&l Building type

+ [+ |+ FALIT

+ + + + + +

+

+ + + + + +

+

+ 4|+ |+ |+ +

+

+ |+ |+ [ELLEE-Y

+

++ |+ |+ |+

+

+ |+ |+ |+ |+

Information in this data?

Ll Current use

+ + |+ +

+

+ 4+ |+ +

flood zone, lot coverage, fire hazards, etc.

assessment value, owner name, owner
address, residential units

active building permits, active planning
projects, complaints, appeals, preservation,
historic and preservation issues, block book
notification reports, other permits (health,
police dept, etc)

ABC licenses

Jurisdictions, habitat, overlays, trails, etc.
current use is based on County data

Entitlement Information
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Geospacial

parcel level Information in this data?
data?

Current use

Jurisdiction
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonoma County
Sonora

South Pasadena +
St Helena + +

Ll Building size
&l Building type
28l Zoning

&l Land uses

+ 4+ + NS
+ |+ |+ |+ |+ BETLE R

Special districts, BMR units, school districts,
+ + + + + + heritage properties, owner-property
Sunnyvale information from county assessor

Sutter Creek +
Taft +
Tehama
Tehama County
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee +
Tulare

Tuolumne County
Turlock + + + +
Ukiah +
Vacaville + + + + +

+ FEMA flood elevation

+ 4+ +
+ 4|+ +
+ |+ |+ |+

+ 4+ +

B
s
+
Es

+
+
+

resources, hazards, jurisdictional boundaries,
+ + + + service area boundaries, existing permits and
Ventura County violations

Vernon + + + + + +
Victorville
Villa Park +
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Weed

West Covina
Wheatland
Willows +
Woodlake + +
Yorba Linda +
Yountville + + + + + + +
Yreka +
Yuba County + + + + +
Yucca Valley +

+
+
+
+

+ + |+ +

+ 4+ + o+
+ 4+ |+ |+ + |+
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Q36. How helpful are the following types of assistance from the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR)?

Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance

E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR

3 5 2 3 3 2 3 & 2 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2
S o s 2 T 3 2 T T 2 © T £ © T 2 9 T 2 9 ]
] < < ] = < 7] = 5 < [7] = = = [] = =S £ [7] = = rS [ < <
= £ 5 5 E z 5 E 215 = § 2 2 £ § 5 = |8 22 = % 3
5 3 E % 3 E 5 3 2 £ 5 %5 3% 285 5332533825 z3 g
. £ 5 ™ £ = - £ = = - £ e = - € = = - £ e = = £ b=
Jurisdiction | 2§ E 2 8 s 2 8 213 2 8 S 5 2 8 23 2 8 2 3 2 3 &
Alameda
County * * ’ ’
Alpine + + + - + + +
County
Alturas + + + + + il i
American
Canyon * * * * * * *
Anaheim + + + + + i w
Anderson + + + + + +
Angels Camp + + + + + W W
Antioch + + + + + + +
Apple Valley + + + + + > i
Arcadia + + + + + +
Artesia + + + + i i
Atascadero + + + + + + *
N/A -
generally
unfamiliar
with
referenced
Auburn options
Avalon + + + + + + +
Avenal + + + + + + i
Azusa + + + + + + +
Bakersfield + + + + + i i
Baldwin Park + + +
Banning + + + + i i
Beaumont + + + + + + +
Bellflower + i + + + i il
Belmont + + + + + +
Benicia + + + & ity i
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
— =] = — =] = — =] =5 — =] = — =] = — =] = — =] =
2y %% $s:%83 ¥§:%83% E§:%8% E:f% §T:23% %=
® S T 2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T |2 ® | 3 2 ® £ T |2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T g
% |8 £ B = 3 £ B % 3 £ 8 % 3 £ E % 3 £ 5 & 3 = Ele | & £
- £ = 5 - £ = 5 - £ s 5 - £ s ] - £ e ] - S e 5 - £ -y ]
Jurisdiction | 2§ 2 2 2 3 25 2 38 215 2 8 2 2 2 38 23 2 38 S 3 2 8 S &
Don't know -
can't think of
getting
anything
Berkeley from OPR.
Biggs + + + + + + +
Brawley + + + + + + +
Brea + + + + + +
Brentwood + + + + + + +
Buellton + + + + + ¥ W
Buena Park + + + + + + +
Burbank + + + + + +
Butte County + + + + + + +
Calabasas + + + + + + +
Calaveras
County + + + + + + +
California
) + + + + + + +
City
Calistoga + + + + + + +
Camarillo + + + + + +
Campbell + + + + + + +
Carlsbad + + + + + +
Carpinteria + + + + + +
Cathedral
Clty + + + + + + +
Ceres + + + + + + +
Chowchilla + + + + + + +
Citrus + + + + + + +
Heights
Claremont + + + + + i +
Coachella + + + + + + +
Colma i + +
Colton + + + + + + +
Commerce + + + + iz i i
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
- 3 | s = s s |l= |3 S =B = 1= | = = 1= = =
g = E & B £ & = E & & E 2 & E 2 B E & B &
s 2 3T 2 3 3 & 3 3 2 3 3 23 3 2 32 3T 2 3 E
7] S =< [7) s | £ [} S | £ [T} S5 < [ S | < [ S £ [ S <
s & £ =2 = ® £ =2 = ® - = £ > = & £ =2 = B € > £ & £ >
© < ] [] - < < [] o < < [] o = < [] © = < [] o < < [] o < ° []
- 3 < E - 3 c £ - 3 < | € s 3 c £ e 3 < | E s 3 c £ - 3 < £
[} Q [ [} Q [ ] [} [ ] [ [} © [ - [} ] [} - [ ] (] Q
— g E 5 £ 8 & 5 £ 8 & § £ 8 & § £ 8 & S & 8 & § £ 8 & 5 &
Jurisdiction 2 3 S 5 =2 & S 5 2 & S |3 218 S 5 2 8 S 5 2 & S 3 2 & S &
Contra Costa
+ + + + + + +
County
Corning + + + + + + +
Corona + + + + + + +
Coronado + + + + + + +
Costa Mesa + + +
Cotati + + + + + +
Covina + + + + + + +
Culver City + + + + + +
Dana Point + + + + + + +
Dinuba + + + + + + +
Dixon + + + + + + +
Dorris + + + + + +
Downey + + + + + + +
El Cajon + + + + + + +
El Dorado
+ + + + + + +
County
Emeryville + + + + + +
Escondido + + + + + + +
Eureka + + + + + + +
Exeter + + + + + + +
Fontana + + + + + + +
Foster City + + + + - . .
Fountain
+ + + + + + +
Valley
Fowler + + + + + + +
Fremont + + + + + + +
Galt + + + + + + +
Garden + ar ar + + ar +
Grove
Gardena + + + + + + +
Gilroy + + + + + + +
Glendale + + + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages

roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR

- 3 s = |3 N - N - =0 NS - Sh =
2 B € 2 & £ 2 & € 2|8 € 2|8 € § & €2 & €
a2 9 - T =2 39 - & =2 3 _ | 2|2 _ & =2 v _ s 2 @ _ © =2 v _
2 = 2 < £ = 2 < 2 = 2| 2 = 2 < 2 = 2 < 2 = 2 < 2 = g <
A & > = & 8 > = & s = = | & s = |= & s =z|= & s = = @ s =
© ] Q © ] Q © ] Q © ] Q © ] [ © ] Q ] i Q
- 3 e £ 5 [H e £ e 3 < | € o | 3 c £ e 3 e | E s 3 e £ - 3 < £
[} Q [ [} Q [ ] [} [ ] [ [} © [ - [} ] [} - [ ] (] Q
5 £ § £ 5 E § £ 5 & § & 5 E § £ 5 E § &£ 5 £ § £ 5 E §

Jurisdiction z2 3 S 5 2 & S 5 2 & S |3 218 S 5 2 8 S 5 2 & S 3 2 & S &

Glenn

+ + + + + + +

County

Gonzales + + + + + + +

Grass Valley + + + + + + +

Grover . . .

Beach

Hawaiian ‘ ‘ + ‘ . . .

Gardens

Hawthorne + + + + + + +

Hayward + + + +

Hermosa +

Beach

Hillsborough + + + + + + +

Hughson + + + + + + +

Huntington

Beach * + + + o . .\

Imperial

+ + + + + + +

County

Inglewood + + + + + + +

Inyo County + + + + + + +

lone + + + + + + +

Irwindale + + + + + + +

Jackson + +

La Canada . . . ‘ ‘ . N

Flintridge

La Mesa + + + + + +

La Palma + + + + + + +

La Quinta + + + + + + +

Laguna . . . . .

Niguel

Lake County + + + + ¥ ¥

Lake Forest + + + + + + +

Lancaster + + + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
: 2 23 3 2 3 & 23 3 23 3 23 3 23 3 2
s 2 - T 5 2 - T 3 2 - |2 3|2 - 2 3 2 - 2 g 2 - £ 3§ 2 - =
s & € > £ % € > £ % > £ % € > = % £ > £ % § > £ % g =
® S T 2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T |2 ® | 3 2 ® £ T |2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T g
% 3 < E & 3 < B % 3 <8 % 3 < E % 3 < E % 3 < E % 3 < £
™ £ c |5 ™ £ f= 5 - £ s 5 - £ s ] - £ e ] - S e 5 - £ -y ]
Jurisdiction | 2§ S 2 2 3 S 5 2 3 SE 2 38 S 2 3 S x 2 3 S 5 2 3 S &
jurisdiction
has not
regularly
+ + + + + + + engaged with
OPR at
roundtables
or special
Larkspur events.
Lawndale + + + +
Lemoore + + + + + + +
Lincoln + + +
Lindsay + + + + + + +
Livermore + + + + + +
Lompoc + +
Los Alamitos + + + + +
Los Altos + + + + + +
L(.)S Altos + + + + + + +
Hills
Los Gatos + + + + + + +
Malibu + + + + ¥
Marin County + + + + + + +
McFarland + + + n o o
Mendota + + + + + + +
Menifee + + + + ¥ +
Merced + + + + + + +
Mission Viejo + + + + + + +
Mono County + + + + + + +
Monrovia i i3 + + + +
Montclair + + + + + + +
Monte
. + + + + + + +
Moorpark + + + + + +
Moraga + + + + + +
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
- 3 | s = s s |l= |3 S =B = 1= | = = 1= = =
2 = £ &2 = £ & = £ & = £ 2 = £ & = £ & = |
a2 9 - T =2 39 - & =2 3 _ | 2|2 _ & =2 v _ s 2 @ _ © =2 v _
2 = 2 [ E s g < 2 = 2 S 2 = 2 £ 2 = g2 < 2 = g £ 2 = g <
— o = = [ o = — [} Q | = — © o = — ] o = — © o = — (] o =
® S T 2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T |2 ® | 3 2 ® £ T |2 ® £ T 2 ® £ T 2
- 3 e £ 5 [H e £ e 3 < | € o | 3 c £ e 3 e | E s 3 e £ - 3 < £
© Q [ © [ Q © Q Q © [ Q © [ -~ Q © Q -~ Q © Q Q
edict 5 £ § £ 5 E § £ 5 & § & 5 E § £ 5 E § &£ 5 £ § £ 5 E §
Jurisdiction 2 3 S 5 =2 & S 5 2 & S |3 218 S 5 2 8 S 5 2 & S 3 2 & S &
Moreno
+ + + + + + +
Valley
Morgan Hill + + + + + + +
Morro Bay + + + + + + +
Murrieta + + + + + +
Napa +
Napa County | + + + + + + +
Needles + + + + + + +
Nevada City + + + + + + +
Nevada
+ + + + + + +
County
Newport + + + + + + +
Beach
Norco + + + + + | + +
Norwalk + + + + + + +
Ontario + + + + + + +
Oroville + + + + + + +
Oxnard + + + + + + +
Palm Springs | + + + + + + +
Palo Alto + + + + + + +
Palos Verdes . + + + . . .
Estates
Paso Robles + + + + + + +
Patterson + + + + + + +
Petaluma + + + + + + +
Pismo Beach + + + + + + +
Placer
+ + + + + + +
County
Plumas
+ + + + + + +
County
Portola + + + + + + +
Rancho + + +
Palos Verdes
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
_ 3 = | = [= =1 | = == = = | = |= = 1= | = = 1= = =
Z & £ E & £ § & £ § & £ E & £ 2 & £ § & £
a2 9 T = 2 T = 2 T = 2 T =2 2 T 2 2 T 2 9 T
o S5 < S 4= S | <= S < [ S | < [ S 4= [ S <
S |5 £ > £ & £ > £ & € > £ | & € > £ & € > £ & € > £ & £ >
= < = ] = | <= = ] = < 5 ] = | = ° ] T =< < ] ® = < [] ® < ° ]
- 3 < E - 3 c £ e 3 < | € s 3 c £ e 3 < | E s 3 c £ - 3 < £
[} Q [ [} Q [ ] [} [ ] [ [} © [ - [} ] [} - [ ] (] Q
edict 5 £ § £ 5 E § £ 5 & § & 5 E § £ 5 E § &£ 5 £ § £ 5 E §
Jurisdiction 2 3 S 5 =2 & S 5 2 & S |3 218 S 5 2 8 S 5 2 & S 3 2 & S &
Rancho
Santa + + + + + + +
Margarita
We have laid
off half our
staff hear
+ + + + + +
barely
treading
Red Bluff water
Redwood
. + + + + + + +
City
Reedley + + + + + + +
Rialto + + + + + + +
Ridgecrest + + + + + + +
+ + + + + + + CEQA is
Rio Vista helpful
Riverbank + + + + + + +
Riverside + + + + + + +
Rocklin + + + + + + +
Rohnert Park + + + + + + +
Roseville + + + + + +
Sacramento + + + + + + +
San . + + + + + + +
Bernardino
San
Bernardino + + + + + + +
County
San Carlos + + + + + +
San Diego + + + + + + +
San
+ + + + + + +
Fernando
San Gabriel + + + + + + +
San Jacinto + + o +
San Joaquin
+ + + +
County
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
- 3 | s = s s |l= |3 S =B = 1= | = = 1= = =
2 = £ &2 = £ & = £ & = £ 2 = £ & = £ & = |
a2 9 - T =2 39 - & =2 3 _ | 2|2 _ & =2 v _ s 2 @ _ © =2 v _
2 = 2 < £ = 2 < 2 = 2| 2 = 2 < 2 = 2 < 2 = 2 < 2 = g <
= © a8 = = © s = = © s | = = © s = = © s = = © s = = ] s =
= < = ] = | <= = ] = < 5 ] = | = ° ] T =< < ] ® = < [] ® < ° ]
- 3 e £ 5 [H e £ e 3 < | € o | 3 c £ e 3 e | E s 3 e £ - 3 < £
© Q Q © [ Q © [ Q [} [} Q © Q - Q © [ - Q © Q Q
5 £ § £ 5 E § £ 5 & § & 5 E § £ 5 E § &£ 5 £ § £ 5 E §
Jurisdiction z2 3 S 5 2 & S 5 2 & S |3 218 S 5 2 8 S 5 2 & S 3 2 & S &
San Juan
X + + + + + + +
Bautista
Sap Luis + + + + + + +
Obispo
San Pablo i i i + i + +
San Rafael + + + + + + +
Sand City + + + + + +
Santa Ana + ¥ "
Santa
+ + + + + + +
Barbara
Santa
Barbara + + + + + + +
County
Santa Cruz + + + + + + +
Many of
these
+ + resources are
not
Santa Rosa known/used.
Saratoga + + + + + + +
Sebastopol + + + + + + +
Shasta Lake + + + + + +
Simi Valley + + + + + +
Solana
+ + + + + + +
Beach
Solvang + + + + + + +
Sonoma + + + + + + +
Sonoma
+ + + + + + +
County
Sonora ¥ . "
South
+ + + + + + +
Pasadena
St Helena + + + + + +
Sunnyvale + + + + + + +
Sutter Creek + + + + + + +
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Jurisdiction
Taft

Regularly-scheduled
OPR local government
roundtables

Not at all helpful

Somewhat helpful

Very helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Special events

Somewhat helpful
Very helpful

+ &gl

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR Technical
Advisories

Somewhat helpful

Very helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

General guidance

documents

Somewhat helpful

Very helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

Planning Guides

Somewhat helpful

Very helpful

Extremely helpful

Not at all helpful

OPR website

Somewhat helpful

Very helpful

E-list messages
received from OPR

Extremely helpful
Not at all helpful
Somewhat helpful
Extremely helpful

Very helpful

Tehama

+ | + &gl

+ | + &gl

PRI Helpful

+ 4+ Helpful

Tehama
County

+

+

+

+

Temple City

Thousand
Oaks

Tiburon

Torrance

Truckee

Tulare

Tuolumne
County

Turlock

Ukiah

Vacaville

Ventura
County

Vernon

Victorville

Villa Park

Visalia

+ 4|+ |+

Vista

Walnut Creek

+ o+ + F+

Weed

West Covina

+ |+ +

Wheatland

Willows

Woodlake

Yorba Linda
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Regularly-scheduled

OPR local government OPR Technical General guidance E-list messages
roundtables Special events Advisories documents Planning Guides OPR website received from OPR
— | = = | = [= == = = 1= (= = = | = = | == = | = [ = =
2 &8 £ 2 & == = €2 & £ 3 E £ 2 E £ (2 [E £
= e T = 2 v = 2 ° =2 T =2 2 e = 2 ° = 2 ]
S £ S | £ [ S | < [ s £ [ S | £ [ S £ [ S5 £
s & € > £ % € > £ % > £ % € > = % £ > £ % § > £ % g =
® < ] 7] ® = < [7] ® = < [7] ® =< < 7] ® = < 7] ® = < [] ® = ° [7)
- 3 e £ 5 [H e £ e 3 < | € o | 3 c £ e 3 e | E s 3 e £ - 3 < £
© Q Q © [ (7] © [ (7] [ (] Q o (] Q © [ () © (] Q
5 E § £ 58 § § £ 58 § § £ 5 5 § £ 5 & § & 5 § § £ 5 § § &
Jurisdiction z 3 S & 2 3§ S & 2 § S |8 2§ S 3 2 § S 3 2z § S & 2 8 S &
Archives that
collect past
information
+ + + + + + + and are
searchable
by topic
would be
Yountville helpful.
Yreka + + + + + + +
Yuba County + + + + + +
Yucca Valley + + + + + + +
Q37. In what ways(s) can OPR best assist your office in the work that it is doing?
Jurisdiction Open-Ended Response
Angels Camp | think OPR should do a better job of keeping local jurisdictions up to date with State legislation and its impact on our bottom line.
For next year's survey, if you use the same questions as this year's survey, retain and provide for the responding jurisdictions use their answers to the prior year's survey. It
Auburn could/would save time in completing the survey.
Azusa Provide model ordinances that achieve State objectives in cases such as greenhouse gas emission reduction goals.
Banning Laws that affect land use/environmental planning.
Bellflower Provide better guidance for State Laws. Provide free webinars.
Benicia Come meet with us to describe how we can be more competitive for grant funding
Demonstrate support for projects, plans, programs, initiatives, etc. that cities are considering that advance the goals and policies had at the state level. For example, when City is
Burbank considering adoption of a CAP or GGRP or event a GP update, OPR should show their support for the efforts of the local jurisdiction.
Butte County Reduce need to send paper or CD copies and go electronic for all document distributions.
Calabasas Please find ways to reduce the amount and complexity of state mandates affecting local governments, especially RHNA
Calaveras County being available for 1 on 1 communication regarding an issue specific to our jurisdiction. OPR has done this for us in the past; VERY helpful
Coachella Be an advocate for streamlining Housing Elements with HCD.
Colton Highlight best practices in California (ordinances, general plan policies, specific plans, etc) for local governments to use as models.
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Jurisdiction Open-Ended Response

Commerce Technical Advisories, training/special events, grant training and assistance
Cotati Timely releases of information detailing legislative changes which affect land use, zoning and environmental regulations.
Dinuba My above answers to Q. 36 are only in reference to the fact that | do not use OPR services on a regular basis. | cannot say whether the services are helpful or not.

Keep publishing great reference documents like State Planning and Zoning Laws, General Plan Guidelines, State CEQA Guidelines, etc. Provide easy summary of state level land
Emeryville use and CEQA updates that would be helpful for local jurisdictions, and make it easy to find on the website. Link state PV/solar goal to SB375/SCS goals.

Here are three suggestions for OPR assistance/support for legislation. 1) We are looking forward to the 2013 General Plan Guidelines update. Glendale doesn't have money to
do a comprehensive update to our General Plan and we lost 45% of Community Development Staff in September 2012. Our only choice to update our General Plan is by doing
Community Plans that we can do in-house with limited resources. It would be VERY helpful to have guidance included in the General Plan Guidelines or through Planning Guides
to talk about using Community Plans as tools for updating General Plans and by providing a list of free online resources that can be used. SCAG has some great information
related to housing element updates--so a similar source of information for General Plan requirements by element would be very useful. 2) OPR can support the need for a CEQA
statutory exemption for updating General Plans where density increases are necessary to comply with RHNA goals that includes exemptions for road widening infrastructure
necessary to accommodate those units. We also need CEQA exemptions to implement CAP policies--such as green streets, road diets, creation of transportation streets and
bike/ped streets, etc... necessary to implement SB 375. CEQA to comply with State mandates costs cities hundreds of thousands for special studies and environmental review.
We just don't have public money to pay for CEQA review. Glendale wants to implement our CAP, Greener Glendale sustainability policies, TOD transportation improvements, and
housing densities that allow us to meet RHNA and affordable housing goals. Cities need statutory exemptions in CEQA to allow us to adopt these policies and programs without
spending a fortune in public money on CEQA review and CEQA challenges. 3) OPR support is also needed for identifying/creating some new recreational standards for parklands.
Given the built-out nature of Glendale and other urban cities and the Housing Element imperative to accommodate zoning to house our household growth, there is no way we
can meet requirements for 3 acres per 1,000 persons for new parkland development (National recreation standard). Vacant land is unavailable--and to purchase the last would
result in development fees that would create a barrier to all housing--not just affordable house. Urban, built-out cities need to have a General Plan parkland standard for urban
development that gives an alternative to purchasing and developing traditional parks. It would be helpful if OPR would provide other ways (such as greenways--sidewalks and
bikeways along parkways that link to existing parks and open space; roof decks, roof running tracks, bike lanes, walking/bike trails along flood control roads, hiking trails, etc...)

Glendale that can be used to meet recreational parkland needs in a General Plan, short of providing actual parks.

La Palma Not sure. | know very little about OPR. What types of assistance do you provide?

Larkspur The resources we depend on the most are the General Plan guidelines and CEQA analyses and resources (particularly as relates to climate change).
Los Alamitos We are a tiny City with very little money to spend on a lot of what this survey asks about.

liaison with state agencies on planning matters, such as advocating for basic resource data (seismic studies, mineral resource data, flood hazard, sage grouse, deer migration,
Mono County etc.)

By providing guidance, direction, and interpretation of State legislation regarding land use changes (e.g., model or draft ordinances related to the Massage Establishments
Monrovia (AB619)).

Morgan Hill Better publicity.

Norco Make the OPR website more user-friendly to find minimum legal requirements and guide documents.
Ontario technical bulletins and training on timely issues

Oroville Continue to pick up the phone when we can and answer our emails

Oxnard Work with HCD on RHNA process, that it is not abused by cities and HCD backs off its unfunded mandates.
Palm Springs Reduce state regulations

Red Bluff Please don't email surveys out, no time

Redwood City consolidate survey requests from different agencies into a standard format

Rio Vista Assists the City to help expedite review of CEQA documents and take more efforts to simplify the CEQA process and expand and list of categorical exemptions.
Riverside Continue their efforts

San Fernando Advocate for additional grant funds for planning related activities.

San Juan Bautista Technical assistant
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Jurisdiction Open-Ended Response

San Luis Obispo
San Rafael

Santa Ana

Santa Barbara County
Sebastopol

Solana Beach

Tulare

Turlock

Ventura County
Villa Park
Yountville

technical publications, best practices, highlight challenges to funding infrastructure.

Nothing more at this time.

Not familiar with the regularly —scheduled OPR local government roundtables or special events. Being a resource for questions and directions, and sharing best practices. Email
City planning departments more with best practice, planning documents, or projects to educate on timely regional issues.

Clarification of newly adopted legislation and regulations; and options to comply or implement.

Shorter survey next time. Grants for local planning. Simplified general plan content and update mandates. CEQA reform.

Keeping us informed of new and proposed legislation.

keep guidelines up to date. publish a quarterly report

Continue to provide guidance on implementation of new legislative and regulatory requirements. Provide tools that allow local agencies to respond to these new mandates.
1. Continue to develop guidelines for implementation for new/updated state-mandated legislation. 2. Quarterly/bi-annual e-newsletter on passing of pertinent legislation to
Planning Departments.

more communication

Design review guidelines shared from other communities would be helpful.

Q38. Are there particularly innovative and/or effective programs, policies, or zoning strategies in place in your jurisdiction that you would

like to share with OPR and that were not covered in this survey?

Jurisdiction

Butte County
Coachella

Emeryville
Escondido
Hillsborough

Open-Ended Response ‘

Butte County Adopted a new Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance in November 2012 and major Amendments to the General Plan, some highlights of many: Military Planning
Efforts and Policies in latest General Plan to address overflight areas. Unique Agriculture Overlay Zone to encourage agritourism and local AG businesses. Deer Herd Migration
Overlay Zone, Public Housing Overlay Zone, Neal Road Recycling, Energy, and Waste Facility Overlay Zone (encourages joint use of waste diversion, energy development -solar,
wind, landfill gas, business development, complimentary uses next to landfill) Zoning Administrator to hear lower level permit processes. A variety of new supplemental Use
Regulations including Live/Work housing, Accessory Uses, Alternative Energy Structures (Wind and Solar) Winery, Olive Oil, Fruit and Nut, Micro-Brewery and Micro-Distillery
Production Facilities New General Regulations including Clustered Development approaches in sensitive areas, Landscaping, Signs, Riparian Areas, and Outdoor Lighting

A City-wide community facility district for public safety.

We are updating our municipal code -- Please see: http://emeryville.org/zoningupdate Public Art Ordinance: Private developers of non-residential buildings with building costs
in excess of $300,000 allocate 1% of their building construction costs for public art; Private developers of residential projects over 20 units allocate .5% of their building
construction costs for public art; The City must allocate 1.5 percent for municipal developments. Low Impact Development - onsite stormwater treatment for new
development and redevelopment sites.

Expedited processing in Business Enhancement zones Facade Improvement grant program

Work towards creating Housing Element law that sets requirements on a more regional basis rather than by individual jurisdiction (i.e. emergency shelters as one example).
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Jurisdiction

Inyo County
La Mesa
Livermore

Mendota

Merced

Mono County

Ontario

Oxnard

Plumas County
Redwood City
Riverside

San Diego

San Francisco County

San Gabriel

Thousand Oaks
Turlock

Open-Ended Response ‘

Through the Local Governments Partnership Program with Southern California Edison, Inyo County recently completed and adopted a Cost Energy and Service Efficiencies Action
Plan. This Plan includes a Municipal Energy Action plan for County facilities. With the use of the Energy Star Portfolio Manager the County evaluated its facilities for energy use
and set benchmarks. Through this process, the County identified projects, developed policies, and created an implementation strategy with a monitoring plan to reduce energy
use at County facilities. The County has set an energy reduction goal of 10% by 2016 and will now evaluate remodel and new building projects with both mandatory and
voluntary CalGreen Standards. When the long term cost benefits for using voluntary CalGreen Standards on building projects justifies the costs, the County will use them. County
staff will also be very actively looking for programs and incentives to update its facilities with more energy efficient products and will be developing and maintaining a webpage
for the community to find incentive programs for home energy reduction. Energy efficiency language is being developed for the General Plan and will be included in the update
staff is presently working on.

Health & Wellness policies and activities

City adopted updated Form-based Development Code in 2010.
Call me cynical, but innovative programs and strategies are for cities that can afford them. No one in a city with 40% unemployment cares about plug-in vehicles, and as a
planner for just such a city, | don't care, either. What would work perfectly well for me would be a zoning ordinance that functions, a general plan that wasn't half-assed

together by a consultant who was in a hurry, and for the state to help us focus on the little things instead of worrying about how a city of 10,000 farmworkers contributes to
global warming. Help us with those things, and then I'll care about innovation.

The City recently adopted a Climate Action Plan...I might have missed that with my answers above. We are also doing a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan as well as a Revitalization
Plan for a State Highway and a Community Plan for an area adjacent to the UC Merced Campus.

We have combined zoning and general plan into a unified document for implementation efficiency and internal consistency

airport land use compatibility planning implemented by local agency cooperative. healthy community initiatives. neighborhood planning.

Affordable Housing zoning necessitated by RHNA

Once GP update is completed there are policies to share

smart phone applications visualization tools

Riverside's Green Action Plan / Emerald City Plan

See General Plan Monitoring Report: http://www.sandiego.gov/planning/genplan/pdf/generalplan/gpm2011120521.pdf

Pavement to Parks / Parklets program; EcoDistricts

Greening the Code project underway - this is the first phase of a comprehensive zoning code update. Greening the Code will result in the adoption of code amendments that
will promote green and low impact development practices.

Thousand Oaks has a Green Business Certification Program (GBCP) that rewards small and medium sized businesses that demonstrate a substantial commitment to protect,

preserve, and improve the environment above and beyond basic compliance. Businesses that meet the program’s criteria will be certified as “green” businesses and marketed as
such to the Thousand Oaks community.

New General Plan establishes minimum densities for new master plan areas to ensure that San Joaquin Valley Blueprint densities are achieved
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APPENDIX |: LIST OF RESPONDING JURISDICTIONS

Jurisdictions that Responded to the 2012 Annual Planning Survey
In 2012, a total of 258 of the 540 cities and counties (48%) in California completed the Annual Planning Survey. This
includes 49 of the 58 counties (60%) and 229 of the 482 cities (48%). The results were provided by each individual
jurisdiction and represent the jurisdiction’s current, adopted policies and/or programs. Please contact the individual
jurisdictions for more detailed information.

Cities
Agoura Hills
Alhambra
Alturas

American Canyon

Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch
Apple Valley
Arcadia
Artesia
Atascadero
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal
Azusa
Bakersfield
Baldwin Park
Banning
Beaumont
Bellflower
Belmont
Benicia
Berkeley

Big Bear Lake
Biggs
Brawley

Brea
Brentwood
Buellton
Burbank
Calabasas
California City

Calistoga
Camarillo
Campbell
Carlsbad
Carpinteria
Cathedral City
Ceres
Chowchilla
Citrus Heights
Claremont
Coachella
Colma
Colton
Commerce
Corning
Corona
Coronado
Costa Mesa
Cotati
Covina
Culver City
Cupertino
Dana Point
Dinuba
Dixon
Dorris
Downey

El Cajon
Emeryville
Escondido
Etna
Eureka
Exeter
Fontana

Foster City
Fountain Valley
Fowler

Fremont
Fullerton

Galt

Garden Grove
Gardena

Gilroy

Glendale
Glendora
Gonzales
Grass Valley
Grover Beach
Hawaiian Gardens
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hermosa Beach
Hillsborough
Hughson
Huntington Beach
Industry

lone

Irwindale
Jackson

La Canada Flintridge
La Mesa

La Palma

La Quinta
Laguna Niguel
Lake Forest
Lancaster
Larkspur
Lawndale

Lemoore
Lincoln
Lindsay
Livermore
Lompoc

Los Alamitos
Los Altos

Los Altos Hills
Los Angeles
Los Gatos
Malibu
McFarland
Mendota
Menifee
Menlo Park
Merced
Mission Viejo
Monrovia
Montclair
Monte Sereno
Moorpark
Moraga
Moreno Valley
Morgan Hill
Morro Bay
Murrieta
Napa
Needles
Nevada City
Newport Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Oakley
Ontario
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Oroville

Oxnard

Palm Springs

Palo Alto

Palos Verdes Estates
Paso Robles
Patterson

Petaluma

Piedmont

Pismo Beach
Pleasanton

Port Hueneme
Portola

Rancho Palos Verdes

Rancho Santa Margarita

Red Bluff
Redlands
Redwood City
Reedley

Rialto
Ridgecrest

Rio Vista
Riverbank
Riverside
Rocklin
Rohnert Park
Roseville
Sacramento
San Bernardino
San Carlos
San Diego

San Fernando
San Francisco
San Gabriel
San Jacinto
San Juan Bautista
San Luis Obispo
San Pablo

San Rafael
San Ramon
Sand City
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara

Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Santee
Saratoga
Sebastopol
Shasta Lake
Simi Valley
Solana Beach
Solvang
Sonoma
Sonora

South Pasadena
South San Francisco
St Helena
Suisun City
Sunnyvale
Sutter Creek
Taft

Tehama
Temecula
Temple City
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Torrance
Truckee

Tulare

Turlock

Ukiah

Union City
Vacaville
Ventura

Vernon
Victorville

Villa Park
Visalia

Vista

Walnut Creek
Waterford
Weed

West Covina
West Hollywood
West Sacramento
Westlake Village

Wheatland
Wildomar
Willows
Woodlake
Yorba Linda
Yountville
Yreka

Yucca Valley

Counties
Alameda County
Alpine County
Buena Park

Butte County
Calaveras County
Contra Costa County
El Dorado County
Glenn County
Imperial County
Inyo County

Lake County

Marin County
Mendocino County
Mono County
Monterey County
Napa County
Nevada County
Placer County
Plumas County
Riverside County
San Benito County

San Bernardino County

San Joaquin County
Santa Barbara County
Sonoma County
Tehama County
Tuolumne County
Ventura County

Yuba County

308



APPENDIX J: 2012 ANNUAL PLANNING SURVEY



GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH
ANNUAL PLANNING SURVEY 2012

Your input is needed to maintain accurate information on your city or county planning activities. To complete this survey online, go
our Survey website https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/20120PRannualplanningsurvey. If you need assistance, submit your
guestions via email to seth.litchney@opr.ca.gov. Responses to this survey will be published in the 2013 edition of OPR’s Annual
Planning Survey Results.

JURISDICTION CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency Name:

Street Address: Mailing Address:

Phone: Director’s Name:

Fax: Director’s Title:

Email: Website:

ABOUT YOUR JURISDICTION

County (for cities): Riverside County seat:

Charter City: [ | Yes [ ]No Square miles: Number of Planners:

GENERAL PLAN MANDATORY ELEMENTS

Please list the year that your jurisdiction adopted a comprehensive update of each element:

Land Use Circulation Conservation Housing Noise Open Space Safety

If your jurisdiction is currently updating its General Plan, which elements is it updating? [_] N/A

|:| Land Use |:| Housing |:| Open Space

[] Circulation [ ] Noise [] safety

[] conservation [] other (please specify):

When do you expect to complete the update of your General Plan and/or Housing Element? __ [ IN/A

GENERAL PLAN OPTIONAL ELEMENTS

Please check each optional element that is contained in your general plan and then provide the year of that element’s most
recent update.

IF YOU CANNOT COMPLETE THE SUREVEY ONLINE, PLEASE RETURN THE COMPLETED SURVEY TO THE
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH BY DECEMBER 31, 2012.
P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 * 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0613 x FAX: (916) 323-3018 x seth.litchney@opr.ca.gov
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[ ] Administration:
[ ] Aesthetics:

[ ] Agriculture:
L[] AirQuality*:
|:| Airport: __

[ ] Archaeological:
[ ] Bicycle:

[] Biological: __

|:| Child Care: __

[] Climate Change/Global Warming:

|:| Coastal: __

|:| Commerce:
|:| Community:
|:| Cultural:
|:| Design: __

|:| Economic:
|:| Education:

Emergency:

Energy:
Environment:
Fire:

Fiscal: __

Flood Control:
Forestry:
Geothermal: _

Governance:

Implementation:

Mineral Resources:
Parking:
Other:

Oododooooduooododn

Growth Management:
Hazardous Waste:

Historic Preservation:

Military Facilities:

Public Facilities:
Public Services: ___
Redevelopment:
Regionalism: __

Resource Conservation:

Ooogooan

Scenic Highways:
[ ] seismic:

[] social Services:
[] Sustainability:

[] Trailways:

|:| Transportation: __

[] Urban Boundaries:

|:| Waste:
|:| Water:

Land Use Planning

1. Hasyour agency employed any of the following tools to promote infill, transit-oriented, mixed, or higher-

density development?

Employed for

Infill TOD

Mixed-Use

Density bonuses

Reduced parking
requirements

Specific Plan

Expedited permit
processing

Financial incentives

General Plan policies

Other (specify)
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Parks & Recreation:

Higher density




How serious have the following barriers been to your jurisdiction’s efforts to implement infill

development?

Not at all
serious

Somewhat
serious

Serious

Very serious

Not
applicable

Public opposition

Infrastructure constraints

Lack of funding

Lack of interest in infill
development

Regulatory constraints

Lot/Site issues

Hazardous materials or
other site contamination

Other (please specify)

Has your jurisdiction adopted park and open space standards that include any of the following?

Yes, in
certain areas

Yes, across the
jurisdiction

No

Don’t know

Acreage standards

Proximity to residential areas

Standards for new development

Goal for park or open space area per resident

Tree canopy or tree planting standards

Guidelines for development of pocket parks

Guidelines for development of community
gardens

Other (specify)

Has your jurisdiction adopted an Urban Forestry Management Plan?
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Yes

No

Don’t know

4a. If yes, what year was that Urban Forestry Management Plan last updated/adopted?

4b. If yes, is the Urban Forestry Management Plan referenced in any of the following? (check all that

apply)

General Plan

Specific Plan

Local Hazard Mitigation Plan

Climate Action Plan

Tree Ordinance

Other (specify)

Does your jurisdiction work with school districts to ensure that school siting, capital improvement
decisions (including closures), and operational policies align with general plans, regional transportation
plans (RTPs), sustainable communities strategies, or other local plans?

Yes

No

Don’t know

School siting

Capital improvement decisions

District operational policies

5a. If yes, how is that coordination accomplished (check all that apply)?

Joint meetings of staff

Joint meetings of elected boards
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6.

7.

Task forces or special committees

Integration of policy documents

Other (specify)

Does your jurisdiction have any of the following policies related to school siting and development?

Yes, contained in
General Plan

Yes, contained in

, No
separate policy

Don'’t
know

Policies that encourage neighborhood
schools (i.e., schools where the
majority of students live in the
immediate geographic area of the
school)

Policies that prioritize school siting in
infill or priority development areas

Policies that support schools in areas
with safe pedestrian or bicycle access

Policies that support schools in infill
or priority development areas

Policies that support rehabilitation of
existing school facilities

Policies that support the joint use of
school facilities

Other (specify)

Does your jurisdiction have any of the following health-related policies in place?

In General
Plan

Not in General
Plan, but contained
elsewhere

No such
policies
are in
place

Policies that explicitly promote health equity
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Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design

Joint-use of facilities (including parks or school-sites)

Smoke-free affordable housing

Create jobs that provide a living wage

Promote integration of affordable housing units into
mixed-income neighborhoods

Support lifecycle housing or aging-in-place

Mitigate the urban heat island

Policies that explicitly reference health protection or
promotion

Zoning that ensures grocery stores and/or fruit and
vegetable vendors are accessible across your
jurisdiction

Zoning that facilitates opportunities for local food
production including urban or front/backyard
farming and community gardens

Other (specify)

8. Does your jurisdiction undertake joint planning efforts in any of the following contexts?

Yes, with Yes, with
tribal regional agencies
governments

Yes, with state
or federal
agencies

No joint
planning efforts
are undertaken
in this area

Infrastructure planning

Watershed planning

Habitat restoration

Integrated Regional Water
Management (IRWM)

Transportation planning

Land use planning

Climate Action Planning
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Other (specify)
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Climate Change

9. Please indicate whether your jurisdiction is served by a public or investor-owned utility for the following
services. (Check all that apply)

Municipal Utility Investor-owned utility Special District | Other

Water delivery

Electricity

10. Has your jurisdiction adopted, or is it in the process of adopting policies and/or programs to reduce
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions?

Yes, adopted

Yes, in progress

Under consideration

Not at this time

10a. If yes, what form do these policies take? (Check all that apply)

Climate Action Plan

Sustainability Plan

General Plan policies

General Plan implementation measures

GHG Emission Reduction Plan

Ordinances

Other (specify)

10b. If yes, do these policies address:

Yes No

Community emissions
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Municipal emissions

11. Is your jurisdiction actively addressing adaptation (i.e., preparing for the impacts of climate change)?

Yes

No

Don'’t
know

11a. If yes, what form do these actions take? (Check all that apply)

Climate Action Plan

General Plan Policies

Stand-alone adaptation plan

Local coastal plan

Local hazard mitigation plan

Part of regular planning efforts

Other (specify)

12. Iflanguage related to climate change and GHG emissions had been included in your General Plan, please
identify which elements discuss these issues. (Check all that apply)

Land Use Element Open Space Element

Housing Element Safety Element

Circulation Element Conservation Element

Other optional element (specify) Not addressed in our General Plan

13. Does your jurisdiction have measures in place to ensure the implementation of climate policies?

Yes

No
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Don’t know

13a. If yes, what form do these measures take? (Check all that apply)

Project implementation checklist

Inclusion in permit tracking software

General Plan implementation plan

Other (specify)

14. Is your jurisdiction working with other jurisdictions either to reduce GHG emissions (i.e., mitigation) or
to plan for impacts of climate change (i.e., adaptation)?

Yes, on mitigation

Yes, on adaptation

Yes, on mitigation and adaptation

We are not working with other jurisdictions at this time

14a. If yes, please indicate what form this collaboration is taking. (check all that apply)

Mitigation Adaptation

Work with Metropolitan Planning Organization or
Regional Planning Organization

Integrated Regional Water Management Plan

Regional climate change collaborative

Programs with water and energy utilities
(municipal or private)

Other multi-jurisdiction planning effort (specify)

Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency
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15. Has your jurisdiction adopted standards above the CalGreen Building Codes for new buildings?

Yes No

Municipal buildings

Community buildings

15a. If yes, what tier has it adopted?

Municipal Community

Tier 1

Tier 2

Other (explain)

16. Has your jurisdiction adopted policies or programs to reduce energy use in existing buildings?

Yes No

Municipal

Community

16a. If yes, please explain what these policies and/or programs are, and the status of program
implementation.

17. Does your jurisdiction require the disclosure of building energy use information at the time of re-sale?
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Yes

No

Don’t know

18. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies, or ordinances to facilitate the development of small-
scale renewable energy systems or distributed energy systems?

Adopted In Under No
development Consideration

General plan policies

Wind permitting ordinance

Solar permitting ordinance

Other (explain)

19. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to streamline permitting for small-scale renewable
energy systems that provide electricity and/or hot water for on-site use?

Adopted In Under No
development Consideration

Online availability of permit
application materials

Online submittal of
application and associated
materials

Use of a standard electrical
plan for applications

Combined permitting
approval

Other (specify)

20. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs, policies or ordinances that govern development of commercial
renewable energy systems on land zoned for agriculture; land designated as prime, important or unique
farmland; or land under Williamson Act contract?
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Yes

No

Don’t know
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20a. If yes, please describe these policies, programs, or ordinances.

Transportation

21. Has your jurisdiction taken any of the following steps to become plug-in electric vehicle (PEV) ready?

Yes No

Adopted programs to policies to encourage PEV use in the municipal fleet

Adopted programs or policies to encourage PEV ownership in the community

Developed a multi-stakeholder coalition to solve PEV-related challenges

Updated zoning and parking policies to accommodate PEV charging
infrastructure in public facilities

Streamlined permitting and inspection processes for charging infrastructure
installations

Participated in, or conducted, training and education programs for local officials
(e.g., building inspectors, first responders, etc)

Conducted outreach to local residents and businesses on your PEV-related
activities and policies

Other (expain)

22. To help track development of PEV infrastructure, can you indicate the number of:

Building permits issued for privately owned EV chargers in
2011

Number of EV chargers installed in municipal facilities
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23. Has your jurisdiction projected the number of PEVs expected in your jurisdiction at some future point?
(check all that apply)

Yes, for the municipal fleet

Yes, for the community

Yes, for both the community and the municipal fleet

No

Don’t know

23a. If yes, please specify the time horizon(s) for your jurisdiction’s projection.

23b. If yes, how many vehicles (or share of the fleet) do you project being PEVs by your horizon year?

Municipal fleet

Community

24. Has your jurisdiction “modified the circulation element to plan for a balanced, multimodal transportation
network that meets the needs of all users of streets, roads, and highways...” (Government Code
65303(b)(2)(A)?

Yes

No

Don’t know

25. Has your jurisdiction adopted any of the following? (check all that apply)

Bicycle Master Plan
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Pedestrian Master Plan

Combined Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan

Complete Streets Plan

None of the above

26. Has your jurisdiction adopted pedestrian or bicycle infrastructure standards that include requirements in
the following areas? (Check all that apply)

Bicycle Pedestrian Neither

Proximity or integration with transit

Proximity to residential, employment, or commercial
areas

Standards for new developments

Traffic calming

Lighting standards

Availability of other bicycle amenities

Tree canopy or aesthetic standards

Complete Streets

Other (specify)

Water

27. Does your agency use the California Water Plan as a resource in the following activities? (Check all that
apply)

Yes No Our jurisdiction does not engage in
this activity

Updating the General Plan

Updating the Specific Plan

Evaluating projects
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Developing ordinances and/or policies

Updating the Urban Water Management Plan

Other (specify)

28. Has your jurisdiction adopted programs and/or policies to improve water use efficiency?

Yes

No

Don’t know

28a. If yes, what form have these programs and policies taken? (Check all that apply)

Retrofit requirements for commercial buildings at re-sale

Retrofit requirements for residential buildings at re-sale

Regulations that prohibit development projects that would result in a net increase in water
use

Ordinances for recycled water

Ordinances or landscaping standards

Development standards that require or promote low-impact development (LID)

Residential water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape watering times)

Commercial water use restrictions (e.g., limited landscape watering times)

Requirements for water metering at residential developments

Other (specify)

29. Does your jurisdiction have a jurisdiction-wide water management plan that combines capital investment
or maintenance issues in the following areas? (Check all that apply)
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Capital Operations and
investment maintenance

Wastewater

Stormwater

Surface water

Ground water

Other (specify)

None of the above

30. Has your jurisdiction participated in a regional water planning process? (check all that apply)

Yes, participated in the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan process

Yes, participated in another regional water management plan

No, our jurisdiction has not participated in any regional water planning processes

Public Outreach and Communication

31. Does your jurisdiction distribute materials in languages other than English?

Yes

No

Don’t know

31a. If yes, how do you determine which language(s) to distribute materials in?
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32. What are the primary distribution points for information and materials regarding planning decisions in
your jurisdiction? (Check all that apply)

ty Hall or County Administration Building

her government buildings

iblic Libraries

ternet

cial media (e.g., Facebook or Twitter)

her (specify)
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33. Does your jurisdiction engage with any of the following venues as a way to inform the public about
upcoming planning issues? (Check all that apply)

Neighborhood or homeowners’ associations

Churches or faith-based organizations

Business organizations

Advocacy groups

Community centers

Other (specify)

Tools and Funding for Local Planning
34. Has your jurisdiction received grants for planning and development activities in the last three years? No

34a. If yes, please indicate the source and use of those grant(s) in the table below.

ant used for ant used for
planning capital projects
purposes

nding from federal sources

nding from state sources

nding from other sources (e.g., corporations or private
foundations)

35. Does your jurisdiction have geospatial parcel-level data?

Yes

No

Don’t know

35a. If yes, what information is contained in those data? (Check all that apply)

Parcel size

Building size
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Building type

Zoning

Land uses

Current use

Other (specify)
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36. How helpful are the following types of assistance from the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

(OPR)?

Not at all
helpful

Somewhat
helpful

Helpful

Very helpful

Extremely
helpful

Regularly-scheduled OPR local
government roundtables

Special events

OPR Technical Advisories

General guidance documents

Planning Guides

OPR website

E-list messages received from
OPR

Other (specify)

37. In what way(s) can OPR best assist your office in the work that it is doing? **
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38. Are there particularly innovative and/or effective programs, policies, or zoning strategies in place in your
jurisdiction that you would like to share with OPR and that were not covered in this survey? **

**Optional

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR TIME AND INPUT!
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